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amendment is offered with any view of defeating 
the general objects of the bill itself. To show, | 
however, What was the disposition with which 
this amendment was offered before, I will now 
have read a portion of the debate which took place 
on the 12th of last month when the bill was be- 
fore the House. I ask for the reading ofa single 
paragraph showing -the temper with which the 
amendment was Offered and sustained at that time 
by gentlemen on both sides of the Hall, who con- | 
curred with me in the saving of so much juris- 
diction as is absolutely necessary to advance the 
rights of the party having a just claim against the 
Government. = 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Isitin order, Mr. Speaker, 
to have reports of debates read here? 

The SPEAKER. It can be read as part ofthe 
gentleman’s remarks, 


~ Mr. BOUTWELL. 


If I have the right to ob- 


ject, I do so. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman could ob- 
ject to having the proceedings of the other House 
read by anybody. The gentleman from Ohio has 
a right to have an extract from the debates of this 
House read as part of his speech. 

The Clerk read from the reportof Mr. Scnenck’s 
remarks in the Globe of January 13, as follows: 


“But as to that wide extent of claims which will be 
heaped up mountain high against this Government forground 
simply trodden over, for ground encamped upon, for tim 
ber incidentally destroyed, for horses let loose, for fences 


burned, if you open the door to cases of that kind, you will | 


bankrupt the Treasury before you get through the war. And 
[say plainly and distinctly that, although I admit the jus- 
tice of many of these claims, but toamuch smaller amount 
and degree than applied for, we ought to postpone the con 





sideration of the whole of them, and use all our means first 
to put down the rebellion, and pay that part of the costof it 
hereafter. Believing that to be the ease. I propose to limit 
the inquiry to matters of contract, where property has been 
actually taken, used, and enjoyed by the Government, and 
adjourn inquiry into these other questions until after the 
rebellion is put down.”? 


Mr. SCHENCK. What I said then I repeat 
now: that, while I am unwilling to throw open the 
door to all these classes of claims for wrongs 
done, for incidental damages, I yet think we 
ought, so far as is proposed by this amendment, 
to save the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
and let in applications of the class described and 
limited by the terms of this amendment. 

Mr, WILSON, [ now move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to accept a modification of his amend- 
ment. I know a great number of cases where, 
for want of time, the Army being in retreat or 
pursuit, property was taken without vouchers 
being given for it. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I suppose the gentleman 
only desires to advance the public good. That 
1s WhatI desire. When I proposed to introduce 
bills here the gentleman objected. I propose to 
set himan example by yielding to him. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am a 
man always ** tractable to any honest reason,”’ 
and the manners of which he complains I have 
borrowed from the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
Scnenck.] Late one evening he pressed an im- 
portant bill through the House whenalmost every 
gentleman on this side of the House was absent, 
and took a gentleman off the floor to do it unex- 
pectedly to us, and he refused, though it could 
not affect the result, to permit us to record our | 
votes the next morning. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 do not see any impropri- 
ety in my course when the House was left almost 
without a quorum by the absence especially of 
many of my own friends against my own remon- 
Rtrance. I gave notice that | would object to any 
one of them casting a vote afterwards on the bill. 
I meant it as a warning to gentlemen on the other 
side. I did not want it to appear that gentlemen 
were here transacting public business when they 
were not present. If it fell upon gentlemen upon 
the other side it was accidental. I will say that 
lam going to set a good example to the gentle- 
man. I think that he is going to amend this bill 


for the public good, and I am willing to hear what 
he has to say. 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. We thought the gen- 


tleman’s objection to our voting was meant for 


us and not his friends whom it is our pleasure to | 


watch. Itis an old maxim, Save me from my 
friends and I will attend to my enemies. [Lam 
glad the little attention I have given the gentle- 
man from Ohio has burnished his courtesy. I 
never refuse to yield the floor in debate. 


‘a . | 
I ask the gentleman to modify his amendment. | 


I know a great many cases where quartermas- 
ters, under the directions of the general command- 
ing in the field, have taken forage, subsistence, 
and many other kinds of property necessary and 
proper for the Army when it was in retreator on 
the march without having time to give any vouch- 


ers. There were no pen and paper at hand at the | 


time, perhaps, and there was no time if there had 
been to draw up a voucher. I ask the gentleman 
to modify his amendment so as to embrace cases 
of that kind. I refer to the retreat from Cumber- 


land Gap of General George Morgan through my | 


district. The people of that country are loyal. 


They brought all that they had to our Army. | 


They brought horses, forage, and subsistence, 
and the quartermusters received them, and the 


Army used the property. In many instances they | 


gave imperfect vouchers. In no single instance 
did they give a perfect voucher. 
gave imperfect vouchers, and in mostof the cases 
none atall. What I desire is, that this class of 


cases shall have the same justice asthe others. | | 


ask the gentleman to modify his amendment by 
saying, ‘‘ or where from want of time or other 
cause no voucher was given.”’ 

Mr. SCHENCK. | am afraid to open the 
door so far. This is a question to give jurisdic- 
tion to the Court of Claims, and I prefer to con- 
fine it to those cases where there-is some paper 
given by the proper authorities, and to leave legis- 
lation in regard to the other claims to be taken 
care of in another bill. 1 cannot accept the gen- 
tleman’s proposition for that reason. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to urge the 
importance of the proposition of my colleague. 
When Morgan went through my State on his 
raid, a member of this House, my colleague, [Mr. 
SmitH,] commanded the troops which wentafter 
him. ‘Those troops took horses and other prop- 
erty, and in the hurry of passing through they 
could not give vouchers in all cases. In some 
cases vouchers were given; but in the majority 
of the cases none were given. Iam now written 
to by men in my district who suffered to procure 
vouchers from my colleague for property taken; 
but he refuses upon the ground that he 1s out of 
office. 
and can testify to these facts. 
fuse to allow these claims to be satisfied. 


There were never more just claims upon the || 
I know that some of my constitu. | 


Government. 
ents had their property taken for the use of the 
Army and that the quartermasters went off with- 
out giving them any vouchers. They have never 
been paid a cent for their property which was 
taken. Will gentlemen get up and say that that 


class of cases shall not be paid upon the plea that | 


the officers did not do their duty in not furnish- 
ing vouchers for property taken? I ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to accept the amendment of my 
colleague in order that that class may be em- 
braced. They are just and equitable claims, and 
I trust that this House is not ready to repudiate 
any part of its honest debt at this early day. 
Why do you refuse to pay men upon the out- 
skirts of this war, while in all other portions of 


the country you pay for everything you get? It | 


seems to me these are too just claims for gentle- 
men to contend that they shall be laid aside to 
await payment at the end of the war. 

Mr. THOMAS. Willthe gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Scuencx] allow me a single moment? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
cordially thank the gentleman from Ohio for the 
motion he has made to amend this bill. If the 


In some they | 


My colleague himself took this property, | 
Yet gentlemen re- | 








Weof the border States most || 


and the amendments I have proposed be rejected 
by this House, yet we will not be left altogether 
in an unprotected condition, because, under the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, we will 
have yet open one tribunal to which our constit- 
uents may appeal for justice. But! respectfully 
call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to 


| the fact that the cases of the character which he 

| proposes to provide for are very numerous, and’ 
| range in amount from five dollars to five thousand. 

| It will be readily perceived, therefore, thatif they 

| are to go before one tribunal, like that of the Court 
| of Claims, there will be a physical impossibility 

' to render judgment in all those numerous cases 
| within any reasonable period of time. 


Again, the gentleman will reflect that if the 
Court of Claims is to have jurisdiction of these 


; cases, noclaim agents can appear there; none can 
‘appear but educated lawyers who have some 
| knowledge of special pleadings and of the forms 


of proceedings used in that court, and who gener- 
ally sell their knowledge ata very large premium. 
The gentleman will perceive, therefore, that he 
will add enormously to the costs of these claim- 
ants if, instead of the ordinary channels of the 
Quartermaster General’s office, and the office of 
the commissary of subsistence, these claimants 
have to appear before the Court of Claims. 

Ifwe who represent these claims more partic- 
ularly—and I hope we have not reached that 
period of time in our history when we have not 
all a fellow-feeling, coextensive at least with the 
border States, and comprehending 1n Qur sympa- 
thy every man within the jurisdiction of the 
Government who sincerely acknowledges his 


| loyalty—lI say if we are to be denied the remedy 


I have proposed, the remedy offered by the gen- 


| tleman from Ohio is certainly better than nothing. 
| Under it we would get our claims through in the 


course of years. ‘Those claims are probably five 
thousand in number, and take a wide range in 
amount. I hope the House will not on this oc- 
easion come to the same determination reached 
by the Judiciary. Committee. | shall vote for 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, but 
I shall vote against the bill as amended, unless 
we can also have the amendment | have pro- 
posed. I hope that if the House comes to the 
conclusion that they will repeal the law which 
gives jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, they 
will substitute for it the officers in the Treasury 
Department in the manner proposed by my 
amendment. 

| conclude my remarks by asking the gentleman 
from Ohio to move my amendment as a part of 
his amendment, so as to give the House an op- 
portunity to vote upon them all seriatim. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I prefer not to do that, and 
I will state briefly why. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I ask the gentleman to 
allow mea few moments. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I wield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It seems to me that the 
House can come to a safe determination upon 
these vafious propositions. House bill No. 66 
was reported from the Judiciary Committee, and, 
I believe, with unanimity. It takes from the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction of any claim against 
the United States growing out of the destruction 
of property, or for damages to property, by the 
Army or Navy. The committee thought it neces- 
sary to do this in order to save the Government 
from the appearance of the recognition of claims 
which, whether just or not, we are not in a con- 
ditionto meet. Wethought it necessary to relieve 
the Treasury from all claims actual or possible in 
present circumstances, growing out of the inci- 
dents of acondition of war. That isexactly what 
is proposed by the first part of the bill reported by 
the committee, 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio proposes to ex- 
cept from that exclusion all claims for damage or 
destruction of property sounding in contract. [ 
do not know how clear may be the distinction in 
Ohio between actions sounding in contract and in 


bill reported by the chairman of the Committee | tort; but in Massachusetts, where we have, by 
on the Judiciary be passed—which God furbid— || the judgment of this side of the House, some very 


A 
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good lawy 
mentofthe other 
first cle »! not settled either by the bar or the 
ench that it can in ail Case decided whether 
in contract or tort, And hence 
law that may be 
ut knowing whether it be an action on 
in tort, 


S wt 
ri 1: Ss mia 


» | vision of 


lave apt a cau 
tried with 
ontract or 
Now, it is proposed to authorize the Court of 
Claims to investigate claims presented, and uscer- 
tain, in the first place, whether the action sounds 
in contract or in tort, and if ft sounds in contract, 
to proceed to adjudicate it and tax the Treasury 
of the country with the amount allowed, 
lt happened to be my fortune to serve upon a 
military commission at Cairo for five or six weeks 
ummer of 1862, and we had presented to 
the sof Missouri, Kentucky, and 
more than sixteen hundred claims against 
Government. 
I submit that this is not the time to leave to the 
matters, l 


rn tte 
us from tat 


Liliane 
thi 


Court of Claims jurisdiction in these 
ain, the re f re, in 


ntof the 


favor of the bill and opposed to 
gentieman from Ohio, (Mr. 


the 


natine ndm 

PCHENCK. | 
The ventleman from Maryland {Mr. Tuomas] 

asks thata bill reported by him from the Judiciary 


Committ 
this bill. 


e shall be adopted as an amendment to 
I think it was the understanding of the 
Committee on the Judiciary that the first bill, the 
one reported by the chairman of the committee, 
should be acted upon separately, and the gentle- 
man from Maryland had assurances of the sup- 
port of the committee to his bill, but not as an 
imendment. This beingadifferent bill, and upon 
an different subject, it seemed to the committee, 
proper that the judgment of the House shouid be 
taken on each qyure 8u0on asa Separate proposition. 
While, therefore, the Committee on the Judiciary 


are ready tO sustain the bill reported from the | 


committee by the gentleman from Maryland, I 
think it ought not to be offered as an amendment 
to the bill reported by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, . 

i will say further that the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Maryland covers all the cases 
that ought to be covered. If any person in this 
country has furnished subsistence to the Army, 
either to the quartermaster’s department or the 
department of the Commissary General, he is to 
be paid in the ordinary way, and we go behind 
the ordinary vouchers. The officers of the Gov- 
ernment are instructed by the bill, if it becomes 
a law, to investigate to the foundation the justice 
of these claims and to pay them, and the constit- 
vents of the gentleman from Maryland and the 
constituents of all the gentlemen from the border 
States will receive pay for all that they have fur- 
nished to the Army of the country, either in the 
commissary orinthe quartermaster’s department, 
and that is all they ought to ask. 

Now, what I say is, first, that in my judgment 
the House should reject the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scuencr] and 
the amendments submitted by the gentleman from 
Maryland, {[Mr, Tuomas,] and thatit should pass 
the bill reported by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary first, and then, when the bill 
reported from the Judiciary Committee by the 
gentleman from Maryland, and which he offers as 
an amendment to this bill, to which, in my jadg- 
ment, it is not germane, comes up, we tan pass 
that bill giving toevery person who has furnished 
supplies to the Army compensation under the law. 

Mr. WILSON. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ScuHenck] why per- 
sons holding such certificates as are described in 
his amendment cannot now receive from the Gov- 


ernment the amounts which their certificates show 
to be due? 


Mr. SCHENCK, 
mality in the papers. 
Mr. WILSON, 
effect, that the evidence of the certificates is not 
sufficient to support the claims before the several 


There is frequently infor- 


The gentleman says then, in | 


Departments of the Government; but he proposes | 


to refer these claims to the Court of Claims, for 
the purpose of having judgement rendered against 
the Government upon evidence which is not suf- 
ficient to support the claims before the Depart- 
ments. ‘That is the effect of it, and I therefore 


hope the House will not concur in the views of || 


the gentleman from Ohio, and will vote down his | 
amendment. 


ers of the second ¢ lass, and by the judg- 
. ‘ " | 
ide of the Hou se, lawve rs of the 


Mr.SCHENCK. 1 am inclined to think that || 


I occupy a sort of golden mean between the ob- 


jections made upon the one side and the other, | 


and therefore | am perhaps nearly right. 
I had not intended to be drawn into any dis- 
cussion of this bill, but the inquiries that have 


been made by gentlemen upon the other side of 


the House, and the suggestions which have been 
| made in regard to modifications of the amend- 
| ment which I have offered, make it proper for 
| me perhaps to say this much; Il am as much im- 
pressed as the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Cray} who last occupied the floor can be with 
the necessity, at some time, of considering the 
vast amountof just claims originating in this war 
upon the part of citizens against the Government. 
I believe, as he does and as the gentleman from 
Maryland does, that there are, especially in the 
| border States, a great number of cases of much 
hardship, cases where property has been de- 
stroyed, where property has been necessarily 
| taken, and families left destitute and thrown on 
| the charities of the world, without the Govern- 
ment having given, as yet, any compensation. 
But, withoutany furtherargument on thatpoint, 


I say again that such is the present condition of | 


the country, so far as these claims are of the char- 
acter of 0 
consequential to the war, so far as they are un- 
sustained by any of that clear, decisive form of 
| proof which makes it safe and proper to give ju- 
risdiction of inquiry into the merits of the case to 
the courts of the country, I feel it necessary that 
jurisdiction of the cases should, for the present at 
| least, be withheld. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cuiay] has 
alluded, as a reason why I should have accepted 
the amendment of his colleague, [Mr. Waps- 
wortH,] to the circumstances that attended the 
Morgan raid, Property was taken for which, in 


| the hurry, no voucher of any kind was given, and 


yet that property was applied to the use of the 
Government, 


| as to the State of Kentucky, but is also true—to 
| some extent, but not so far—in regard to the raid 
which took place in my own State. Very often 


|| both parties were in such hurry that they took 
very little time to consider what they did or how | 


it had been done. 
| have limited my amendment to the terms in 


bill, as reported from the Judiciary Committee, 
takes away jurisdiction entirely from the Court 
of Claims. I wish to save it so far as I think it 
| should be saved. Lam not willing to open the 
door to the extent to which gentlemen on the other 
side would like me to, by modifying my amend- 
ment according to their views. Butl am equally 





1 know that that is not only true | 


incidental damages, so far as they are | 





| which itis worded for the reason that I wished to | 
|| take care not to open the door too wide. 


The | 


| sure that I do not dangerously open the door not- | 


withstanding what has been urged against my 
amendment by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Bourwett.] He says it is impossible to 
distinguish between claims sounding in contract 


He has not listened carefully to my amendment. 


‘The words ‘*sounding in contract’’ are by no || 
means the only limitation of the grant of jurisdic- 


tion. ‘They are to be cases sounding in contract 
for food, or forage, or property actually taken for 


and those which partake of the character of tort. | 


the use of the Government, and with some cer- | 


tificate or evidence in writing given by the officer | 


| authorized by the laws of the United States to || 
All these limitations on the || 
| grant of jurisdiction are extended over the cases, || 
making it very different from what it would be, | 
| and very much more limited than it would be, if | 


| take the property. 


| it simply said that all cases sounding in contract 
should be considered by the court. Repeating, 
sir, that perhaps I have struck what is about the 
safest medium course to be pursued in regard to 
| limiting the jurisdiction of the court, | renew the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS. I now propose to amend the 


stituting for it the proposition which | have the 
honor to submit tothe House. I signified before 


that the Judiciary Committee—I hope | am not 
| trespassing on any rule by stating what trans- 
| pired in that respect—after full examination of 
‘| the whole subject, came to the conclusion that it | 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


] 
} 
| 


|| of Claims a right to exercise jurisdiction in these 


March 2, 


would report a bill taking away from the Court 


cases. At the same time the Judiciary Commit. 
tee sanctioned a bill authorizing the payment by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury of aj} 
claims growing out of the appropriation of prop- 


| erty for the use of the Army. The two bills, 
|| therefore, proceed on an entirely different theory, 





| lars and thousands in number. 


| The bill reported from th® Judiciary Committee 


and the bill which I propose do notconflict. They 
proceed entirely on the supposition that the ac. 
counting officers of the Treasury are better quali- 
fied to adjust these cases than the Court of Claims, 

Now, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. ScHEeNnck] proposes to continue the 
Court of Claims as the tribunal to try and determ- 
ine these claims—to allow them a limited juris- 
diction. He would deprive the court of jurisdic. 
tion in all cases of damage, and allow jurisdiction 
in all cases sounding in contract. I stand in thig 
dilemma, and I presume that the Committee on 
the Judiciary will coincide with me in this. | 
cannot vote for the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio ; for if adopted it will give an imper- 
fect remedy for these wrongs. It will leave the 
jurisdiction ina tribunal incompetent to discharge 
it. It will confer power upon the Court of Claims 
to examine into all of these claims ranging, as | 
have said before, from five to five thousand dol- 
They are to be 
brought before the Court of Claims to be disposed 


| of one after another; and I will not be extrava.- 
| gantin saying that they will occupy that court 





for the nexttwenty-five years. In the mean time 
nearly the whole amount will be absorbed by the 
lawyers who are pressing the claims before this 
tribunal. Ateach new trial a new fee is to be 
asked. In the course of twenty-five years the 
Government will not be relieved, for ultimately the 
Government will pay every dollar of these debts 
—notto those who have suffered, but to the law- 
yers who have been presenting these claims. 

It is because I am anxious to see these parties 
who have lost this property paid now and paid the 


| whole amount without delay, that I am opposed 


to the proposition of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary [Mr. Wirson] even when 
amended as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{[Mr.Scuenck,] and | propose, if the House will 
reject that amendment, to offer a substitute upon 
a different theory and for atribunal which, in my 
judgment—but each gentleman will judge for him- 
self—is the very bestthat we can have. I propose 
thatevery claim shall be made before the Quarter- 
master General, and that where he discovers neg- 
ligence or ignorance on the part of officers in fail- 
ing to give proper vouchers he shall be at liberty 
to inquire into the claim, and then if satisfied that 
the claim is a just one for property taken for the 
public use he shall thereupon send it to the Third 
Auditor for payment. I propose, also, that the 
Commissary General shall take charge of all cases 
in his department. 

I make the proposition upon the ground that 
these claims can be prosecuted in the quartermas- 
ter and commissary departments without much 
loss. There will be no lawyer required. Any 
claims agent is competent to press them, even 
though he has not been educated to the techni- 
cality of the law. His charges will be moderate. 
Besides all of that there will be more expedition, 
because we know the head of a bureau does not 
in practice undertake to inquire into the details of 
every case, but leaves that to be done by some sub- 
ordinate in whom he confides, reserving to himself 
the final judgment. The Quartermaster General, 
then, we may presume, will rapidly go throug! 
with all of these cases. Some will be adopted, 
and others will be rejected. The party who has 
suffered, and not the lawyers, will be paid. It is 
not for the lawyers who will clamor for this and 
take every cent, but for the people who have been 
wronged, that I am advocating the measures I 
have presented to the House, 7 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio falls short of the second prop- 


'osition I propose to offer to the House. These 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio by sub- || 


claims are not mixed up; they are not confused; 
they are not conglomerated; they are lumin- 
ously distributed, so that the members of the 
House may vote for whatever class they desir 
The additional proposition I shall ask to submit 
contemplates not the creation of a tribunal, butof 
a commissioner, like a commissioner in chancery, 
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to cull and collate the facts. After the collection 
of the evidence one claim out of five hundred may 
This testimony arranged in lumin- 
ous order is to go before a future Congress. The 
probability is that the duty cannot be performed 
in less than two or three years. The testimony 
will be voluminous; and it is to be prepared and 
submitted to Congress for final determination at 
a future day. 

Let me pause here to say that the majority of 
the House do not mean that the border States 
should lose both classes of claims. They are will- 
ing to delay those sounding in damages. It can- 
not be that the Representatives of a free people 
are willing that these people shall lose both classes 
of claims against the Government of the United 
States for the damage inflicted upon them. 


not be paid. 


| 





My propositions are therefore in such form as 
to elicit the opinions of the House, separate and 
distinct, and not in a confused manner. The 
second and third amendments I have moved cover 
the first class of claims. It would be a great re- 
lief to those persons if these claims could be paid. 
Why, sir, it seems amazing to me that any man 
could find himself at the head of a regiment as a 
colonel and make out such papers‘as | have been 
compelled to pore over times almost without num- 
ber. A large number of these claims have been 
certified to by a board of survey. Two or three 
officers have been detailed for the purpose of 
making the survey, and in these boards of survey 
they have conglomerated almost all kinds of ma- 
terials. ‘They have assessed matters of damage, 
and at the same time have estimated the value of 
property taken. Well, when such a voucher as 
that is presented to the Department, the Quarter- 
master of course ignores it, as there is a regula- | 
tion of the War Department which forbids the || 
payment of damages in any case. The officers || 
point to the orders of the War Department which 
forbid the paymentof vouchers for property which 
has been taken for the Army unless it is certified 
to by the officers who took the property that it 
was so taken, and unless the officer has also made 
a report of the fact to the War Department and 
charged himself with the property. Now, these 
vouchers are defective in the manner I have des- 
ignated, and the remedy is in the Quartermaster 
General and Commissary of Subsistence, who 
may go beyond the certificate, and who shall not 
take advantage of the wrong of the Government 
officer. The remedy is in their taking up the 
subject de novo, and receiving evidence that the 
property was taken and applied to the use of the 
Army. 

{n no case and under no cireumstances do I pro- 
pose in any amendment to come within the pur- 
view of that letter from the Solicitor of the War 
Department. There is not one word in the amend- 
ment | propose which contemplates taking juris- 
diction over any claim, either for property taken 
or damage done inside of the insurrectionary 
States. L contemplate no suck measure. When- 
ever we of the border States come before Congress 
asking only to be paid for our property taken, and 
express our willingness to postpone all controver- 
sies in relation to the payment of damages done 
by the armies of the United States, it strikes me 
we present ourselves ina form and aftera fashion 
which will meet the approbation of a large ma- 
jority of the members of Congress, 

I conclude by moving to strike out the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Ohio, and substituting | 
for it the amendment which I have indicated. 

_ Mr. WILSON. I rise to a point of order. It 
is that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland is not germane to the bill. The | 
bill relates to the Court of Claims and its juris- | 
diction, while the amendment relates to the Quar- | 
termaster General and his duties. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he 
would be inclined to sustain the point of order if 
the gentleman from Iowa had raised it in time. | 
Phe gentleman from Maryland introduced his 
proposition and debated it at some length without || 
objection being made, and therefore the Chair | 
thinks itis too late to raise the question of order, 
although the Chair thinks theamendmentis hardly 
germane to the bill. 

Mr. KING. I desire, as a member of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, to submit a few remarks upon | 
this subject. I fully concur in the bill reported | 
from the Committee on the Judiciary relative to | 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, because || 














| any legislation upon this subject? 
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I can see that without this legislation very great || tion of the gentleman from Maryland, there is 


wrong may perhaps be done to the Government. 
On the other hand, I see that it may so induce 
delay in regard to just claims for unliquidated 
damages to have such cases liquidated by that 
court, that it will almost amount to a party giv- 
ing up his claim. Therefore I desire to see some 
more expeditious remedy established, by which 
parties who have just claims may have them ad- 
judicated. But Lobjectto the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Scuencx,] for 
the reason that in my opinion it will not embrace 


the hard cases which exist in the country grow- | 


ing out of the operations of the war. He makes 
the adjudication depend upon a contract, and that 
contract evidenced by some kind of writing by 
which it may be known that there was a contract 
existing. But there are a great many claims in 
which that character of evidence could not be, 
and cannot be, produced. And here | will ask 
by whose fault, by whose act or conduct, or neg- 
lect, has it become necessary that we should have 
A necessity 
for legislation is admitted upon all hands, and I 
ask—and we ought to settle the questfon in this 
House—whose fault is it that there is a necessity 
for legislation? , 

Was it the fault of the farmer that when the 
military authorities came along and took his corn, 
his bacon, his horses, his beef cattle, and his stock 
of every kind, the proper officer—the quartermas- 
ter or commissary—did not discharge his duty by 


giving him proper and legal vouchers which no | 


one could controvert? If the officers of the Gov- 
ernment had done their duty there would have 
been no occasion for these claimants to have come 
before the House. The officers of the Govern- 
ment neglected their duty. Sometimes they gave 
those from whom they obtained supplies a little 
slip of paper, which they knew very well would 
not operate as a voucher. Sut the plain, hon- 
est countryman supposed when he received a 
little piece of writing from a military officer that 
that was all that was needed to enable him to re- 
ceive his pay. I have seen a number of such 
cases And when these farmers who had fur- 
nished supplies went to the quartermaster’s de- 
partment and the commissary department they 
were told that, although there was no doubt they 
had furnished the supplies, the papers they held 
were not legal vouchers. I have known many 
such cases; and have had my pockets full of such 
papers, and have had to aid men in hunting up the 
proper officers to get the proper vouchers. I 
have known many men to abandon their claims, 
because they could not find a quartermaster or a 
commissary or the proper officer to furnish them 
with proper certificates. Why,sir, when aman 
gets a quartermaster’s voucher all properly made 
out, he has to have a certain certificate put upon 
it, and then it has to be presented to the offiter in 
command of the post, the department, or the regi- 
ment, as the case may be, and he must indorse 
his approval upon it. Now, if the officers of the 
Government had discharged their duty properly 
these people would only have had to present their 
vouchers to the pay master’s di partment, and get 
theit money. Does it make the claim of these 
men any worse, or weaken the obligation of the 
Government to pay for property which has been 
furnished for the use of the Government, that some 
military officer of the Government, through igno- 
rance or negligence, has notdone hisduty? The 
fault is not in the remotest degree with the men 
who have furnished the Government with sup- 
plies. 

The claims presented under this bill will have to 
go through the quartermaster’s department or the 
commissary department, or some one of the Gov- 
ernment departments, and unless the department 
is satisfied that the claims are just the men‘will 
getno pay. All we want is an opportunity to 
present our claims. Why, sir, I know of cases 
in which the quartermasters, whose duty it was 
to give certificates to the men from whom supplics 
have been obtained, and without which certifi 
cates the men cannot get their pay under the pres- 
ent regulations, are dead or have moved away, 
and we do not know where they are; and yet we 
have positive evidence that would satisfy any court 
and jury in the country that the claims are just 
and honest. All we want is an opportunity to 
present them. 

In reference to the other branch of the proposi- 


’ 


justice inthat also. I was struck with the force 
of a remark made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srevens} when he asked if there 
was not an obligation upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment to pay damages for property destroyed 
or taken for the use or benefit of the Government 
—destroyed sometimes with a view to deprive the 
enemy of the power of making use of it to annoy 
and injure us, and bring destruction upon our 
forces. ‘There is a moral and a legal obligation 
on the Government to do it. Itis true that we 
may not have the means ready, but the obligation 
unquestionably exists, and the question is now 
presented to the House whether or not we will 
recognize the cbligation of the Government by 
our legislation here. We do not propose any 
appropriation for this class of cases. t is cer- 
tainly a very slow process by which to obtain our 
just rights, but we are willing to submit to it. 
Sir, hundreds of claims are pressing themselves 
upon the border State members here every day. 
Our tables are loaded down with letters from our 
constituents setting forth the most outrageous 
wrongs that they have suffered at the hands of the 
Government. Wedonot propose to take up each 


} case and ask appropriations which would amount 


to millions and millions of dollars. We do not 
ask any such thing, because Congress may do 
wrong sometimes as well as do right. 
cannot investigate these cases. 

What then do we propose? 


. 
( onvress 


We propose that 
the President shall appoint acommission, with a 
solicitor learned in the law, who shall protect the 
interests of the Government, and who shall give 
notice to claimants to come forward and make 


proofof their claims. The commission shall cer- 


ufy all the facts connected with the claims to the 
| Secretary of War, who willlay them before Con- 


eress. For what? There is no obligation on 


| Congress to appropriate money to pay them. Is 


there anything wrong in that? Is this House 
afraid to leave the matter to the decision of future 
Congresses? The people will lose confidence in the 
Government if the House showany such feeling, 

Then there is a provision in this bill that un- 


| less claims are presented within three years after 


opportunity is had for their presentation, they 
shall be forever barred. I do not want them to 
vo on for an interminable lengthof time. ‘Three 
years is long enough for these claimants to have, 
We want the evidence of their claims as perpet- 
uating testimony. Let them have the means of 
perpetuating the testimony legally, even though 
the claims may not be paid for the next twenty- 
five years to come. 


The Government cannot be 
harmed by that. 


If Congress do not choose to 


| make appropriations to pay the claims, still the 


testinvony will stand as a pr 


j rpetual memento of 
the claimants’ rights. 


The loyalty of the claim- 
ants will also be biquaire d into and reported upon, 

I know that a bill has been reported by the 
Committee of Claims which substantially em- 
braces the same cases as the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Tuomas,] 


and I am informed thatit contains a provision by - 


which the loyalty of the claimant is to be tested. 
Ido not advocate the payment of disloyal men 
for any property which may have been destroyed, 
or which they may have lost through their own 
fault. In civil wars like this the good have to 
suffer with the bad. We only ask that the right 
of loyal men to compensation for property taken 
for the use of the Army may be acknowledged, 
The people of the northern States have been 
prospering during this war, while we of the bor- 
der States have been laboring under a cloud of 
troubles and difficulties. If I undertook to recount 
them they would startle gentlemen and almost 
make them incredulous. Let us, at least, have 
our just rights recognized by the Government. 
Let us have these commissions organized. There 
can be no good objection to the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mary- 
land. I fully concur in the propriety of taking 
this jurisdiction from the Court of Claims; but, 


atthe same time | ask, on belalf of the people of 


my district,on behalf of the people of Missouri, 
that they shall have an opportunity of perpetu- 
ating the testimony of thetrclaims. We will wait 
pati ntly if we seea disposition on the } irt of the 


Governmentto do justice; but we will necessarily 


. - . ' 
; our cians » ve 


grow impatient tf, on the other hand, we see that 


} i 


ignore d and di Weg irde a 


| 
if 
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Mr. WOODBRIDGE. 


Mr. Speaker, the bill | 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


| ment for adjudication, however hard it may be | 


reported by the Judiciary Committee is designed 
simply to take away from the Court of Claims 
i on over the class of cases affected by it. 
"I minittee had been told that the Court of 
Claims had assumed to act in regard to certain of | 
questions; al d understanding that the Govy- |) 
ernment itself had already established the means 
y claims of this character could be ad ju- 
dicated and paid better than they could be by the 


court, with able lawy¢ rs and competent account- 
ants to examine the matter, deemed it unwise to 


have another jurisdiction for the accomplishment 
of the s ime objects, 
It is true, sir, that in point of fact the only 


point which the committee claimed to decide, or 
would be decided by the bill reported by their 
ct this morning, was this: shall the Court 


of Claims have jurisdiction over these case s when 


mrman 


another authority has alre ady jurisdiction? Shall 


the Government employ two jurisdictions? Will 
the Government be aler by such acourse?sr Will 
the people be safer by establishing two independ- 
ent jurisdictions? ‘The committee thought not. 


‘Then this point arises: it 1s said that a large 


number of these claims will be thrown out by the 


|| paid. 


Department, because, relying upon the strict rules | 


cr] 


o 


\w as construed by them, requiring the papers | 


to contain acertificate that the property was taken | 
for the use of the Army, and requiring that cer- | 


tilecates 
this way a large class of just claims for property 
taken legitimately for the use of the Army, and 
ofacharacter which the Government ought to pay 
for, will 


ity growing out of the neeleet or carelessness of 


the officers who had a right to take the property, 
The-amendment of my friend from Maryland, 
{[Mr. T'nomas,] introduced before the committee 


al d 


t 


reported this morning, was intended as a rem- 
edy for this 
} 


evil which has been so much com- 


ht provides that where claims are so presented for 


I] be rejected on account of some informal- | 


to be executed ina particular way, that in | 


lained of, and which constitutes a real hardship. 


adjudication to the Department, written evidence | 


may be presented, from persons competent to take 
it, and that even though it be not precisely in con- 


BE. 
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7 oan me oa ne 
may not come up under the rules of the Depart- || it wanted, and many of them have imperfect vouch. 


upon the person who suffers it. But whatever a 
any necessary purpose in the prosecution of war, 
hus always been considered in the nature of a 
contract. Itis an implied contract. But I say 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Wixson] is right; 
he is right to-day, as he would have been a hun- 


dred years ago, in saying that the ‘* king can do | 


no wrong.”’ Sir, the Government here in the 
prosecution of this war can in law do no wrong. 
Whatever property the Government takes, it 
takes upon contract, express or implied. 

But the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Scuenck] extends the power. It says that 
property ‘*taken for food and used, and forage 
with other property.’’ Now, sir, lam not going to 


House. 
am certainly desirous thatthis war shall be brought 
to an end with the least possible loss of property 
and life; toan honorableend. Iam desirous that 
every dollar the Government can properly pay 
and which ought to be paid shall in the end be 
But I say if we extend this to other prop- 


| erty which the Government has taken as a matter 


| a recuperated Treasury will be able to pay them. | 


formity with the regulations of the Department, || 


if it be leeal and competent evidence, showing 
that the property was taken under proper author- 
ity and in a legitimate way, such evidence shall 
be received by the Department as proof of the 
claim. 

Then, by the adoption of the bill as presented 
hy the gentleman from Maryland, this defect in 
the present law would find an adequate remedy. 
Under that amendment, where property has been 
taken for food, where it has been taken for for- 
age, or taken for the use of the Army, it would 
be paid for under that law, the matter having been 
first adjudicated upon by the Department. In 
or if it was taken for forage, or if his hay was 
tuken for forage, if he presented proper and legal 
evidence of the fact to the Department, whether 


ni 


rce or not, showing that it was properly taken 


for the public use, it would be paid for. 


duced by my friend from Ohio, (Mr, Scnenck?] 
It is simply that so far as we ought to pay these 
claims now, it imposes no new obligation upon 


gives the claimant no right or power or remedy 
that does notalready exist under the law. Itsays 
that the Court of Claims, not the Auditor, who, 
hy the experience of more than half a century has 
become familiar with all the circumstances under 
which such claims can be presented, who can act 
upon it intelligently, who understands precise! 
the principles upon which they should be etal. 
shall pass upon these claims. 

Now, the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
and which may be entirely in conflict with that 


any claun for this property which cannot be al- 
lowed now by the quartermaster’s and commis- 
sary der 
sary cdi 


report d by the gentleman from Maryland {Mr. 
Puomas) to the committee and offer d to-day as 


an amendment to this bill shall meet the approval 
of the House. 


as this Government is concerned, is a perfect fal- 


lacy. There may be claims for damage which 


7 


aA NE cao nate 





What is the objection to the amendment intro- | 


w“lready existing, have no right to take and allow | 


Phis subject of claims arising from tort, so far | 


| zen who has suffered by this war. 


| get pay for horses that have been lost. 


/are legion, too numerous to mention; I say if 


other words, if a man’s corn was taken for food, | 


| established by the Government. 


in strict accordance with the technical rules now || 


the Government which does not already exist. It |} 


of necessity, such as cutting down the fences of 
a man’s farm, forage that may be valuable, and 


fortifications; if we include those cases, and they 


we undertake to pay them now, if we undertake 
to pass a law for that purpose, then we shall have 
the condition of things referred to by the Solicitor 
of the War Department in his letter read this 
morning, and the Government will be called upon 
to pay hundreds of millions of dollars. I say that 
as a matter of necessity we must restrict the pay- 


| Government takes for the use of its Army, or for | 


| 





| 


ment of the claims of loyal citizens by reason of | 


this war. ‘The time may come, and doubtless will 
come, when all of these claims will be paid, when 


Let me say here that in my judgment, within 


ninety days after an honorable peace the securities || 


of the Government will be sought for abyoad, 
when we will be able to do justice to every citi- 
Now wecan- 
not do it. 

Gentlemen talk about horses—that men cannot 
} I do not 
understand that this is for horses or cattle that 
have been taken for the use of the Army, for I 


understand when properly presented to the De- | 


partment claims for horses taken for the use of 
the Army, or for cattle for subsistence of the 
Army, are paid now. 

Mr. Speaker, the simple question is this: Shall 
we give this jurisdiction to the Court of Claims? 
I have nothing tosay against it. I donot know 
that it is not one of the most safe and useful courts 


But I do say 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 





when you open the door, when you give to them | 


jurisdiction respecting such claims as we have 
under consideration, there is an opportunity for 
fraud which will escape their attention, but which 


i] 
| 


i] 


i] 


will never escape the eagle-eye of the men used || 


to such matters from experience for years and 


years, and whose sole business is to alike protect | 


the citizen and the Government. If there were 


no other remedy at hand, if there were no other | 


means by which these claims could be properly 
adjudicated, 1 might then say, go to the Court of 
Claims; but I do say that in the prosecution of 


this war where claims arise legitimate) y from the | 


| necessities of the case let them be presented, ad- 
| judicated, and paid at the Department which has 


this whole war under its eye and all the time de- 
voting its attention to this matter. In that the 
Government will be the saver, and, in my judg- 


ment, the rights of the citizen will be equally | 


protected, 
Mr. GRIDER. 


the facts existing in the border States. I desire, 


_ if I can, to present as an illustration the condition 


_ of the third congressional district of Kentucky. 
artments, and certainly not if the bill || 


The people of that region had been under the ban 
and the heel of the rebellion for at least six months 


| when our armies were sufficiently reinforced and 


organized to come to their relief. They came 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to state | 


| 


| 





upon forced marches, without commissary stores, | 
| and they had to depend upon the country where | 


they were located for subsistence. 


The citizens ! 


| 
| 
| 
} 





| 





ers and most of them none at all. The troops 
were in a hurry and took what they needed. The 
citizens brought them what they had, but in returg 
they did not get competent papers upon which to 
draw remuneration from the United States Treas. 


ury. 
I myself live directly upon the railroad and the 


| turnpike where these armies pass, and in my 


neighborhood the Army subsisted for weeks; and 
I tell gentlemem that I do not know of two officers 
and their quartermasters and subalterns who, 
when they took their leave, left competent and 
sufficient vouchers upon which citizens who fur- 
nished supplies could receive their pay. In illus- 
tration | will give youacase. The Army moved 
down on the pike, upon which there were good 


|| farms, good cattle, and plenty of subsistence of 
quarrel with my friends on the other side of the 4 


[ am naturally as liberal as they are. I | 


every description. The Army did not stop to 
count or weigh the cattle, or to inquire to whom 
they belonged. They drove them off from the 
pastures along with the Army, for beef cattle. 
How could the citizens get vouchers for cattle so 
taken? A few men by persevering and following 


up the Army would get receipts for their cattle or 


| anything else which had been taken, but the pa- 


pers taken were not legal vouchers. They were 
mere receipts, and two thirds of the officers of the 


| Army were utterly incapable of making out legal 
timber for the comfort of the soldier, or to build || 


vouchers for those men. 

This illustrates the necessity of a law of this 
character in order to give some plain, honest, and 
just method by which the citizen can prove, as 
he can prove in any other court and before any 
other tribunal, his just rights. Thatisall we ask. 


| And then when you have given us such a law, 


we do not expect to get one tenth of all the dam- 
age which has been inflicted upon our country 
Notwithstanding all the damage we have sus- 
tained and all the suffering we have endured, we 
have not complained. We have paid our taxes, 
and furnished our men to sustain the flag of our 
country, and I do not see any legal or patriotic 
reason why these claims, so palpably due to the 
men living in the border States, should be pro- 


| crastinated or postponed. 


A word or two more, and Iam done. I want 


| to give the House an honest history of these mat- 


ters, and gentlemen bere who have passed through 
those neighborhoods have seen evidence of the 
truth of what I state. Itis my misfortune to rep- 
resent a district which was subjected to secession 
raids for five or six months; it is my glory, how- 
ever, to represent a people as patriotic as any un- 
der the sun. Six or seven of my counties are bor- 
der counties, and have been continually harassed 


| by rebel raids; and yet they have paid the taxes 
| which have been imposed upon them, and have 


sent more men tothe Army than any other coun- 
ties in Kentucky. What prompted them? You 
will see the reason and the motive in the fact that 
they were upon the border, and felt that their lib- 
erties and their property and the rights of their 
families were jeopardized. Hence every man 
asked for arms, that he might defend his rights 
and his home. 

As soon as they were recruited and raised the 
standard of their country and bid defiance to the 
enemy, that moment they were sent to the extreme 
South, to Shiloh, to Donelson, and Stone river, 
where they manifested their gallantry and shed 
their blood. But they left their families at home 
unprotected; and those families were invaded and 
their substence utterly exhausted by the raids of 
the rebels. Still those men left at home paid their 
taxes, met all requisitions of the Government, and 
were ruined; and yet men in this Hall talk about 
postponing the consideration of their claims on 


| account of the exigencies of the times. Ali, gen- 


tlemen, the exigencies of the times have been 
upon us in the border States from the beginning. 
It is the veritable history of the times thatin some 
of those border counties the wives and children 
of men in the field could not get to their homes or 


| subsist themselves atall; and they went on to the 


| 
} 
| 


next county, and the next county still, and also 


| to Louisville, across the river. They did not leave 


their homes as a matter of choice, but in order to 


| get something to eat and something to wear, of 
| which, owing to the rebellion, they had been ub 


| 


terly deprived. Whatcould these men do when 
your Army went there? The Army could get no 
subsistence by railroad, and when the Cumber- 


of my district furnished the Army with whatever || land river was low they could get no subsistence 
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by steamboat. . Your Army, therefore, in travel- 
ing through that country subsisted upon the coun- 
try, and our citizens gladly met them and gave 
them all they had to give. And now gentlemen 
have the heartlessness to talk about procrastina- 
ting the payment of those men. Well, gentlemen, | 
if this were not my Government, and if I were 
nota member of Congress, | would scorn the 
Government that would do such a thing. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot stand this. Did the 
Speaker ever oe in acase of equity in a chan- 
cery court? tell you, gentlemen, that this mat- 
ter would not bear tie test there. We pay our 
taxes; we have furnished our quota of men; we 
have been at Fort Donelson, at Vicksburg; we 


=? 


have been at Shiloh and at Mill Springs, at Stone 
river and Chickamauga; everywhere Kentucky 
blood has been poured forth for the country; and 
yet gentlemen brow the North are disposed now 
to dispute our equitable claims against the Gov- 
ernment. You of the North have not suffered 
these misfortunes. We have; and yet we have 
met the demands of the Government upon us for 
troops, for arms, and for everything; we have | 
met this crisis in a manner, considering the cir- | 
cumstances which have surrounded us, in which 
no people in the history of the world have met a 
similar crisis. J say that for the border States. 
While you of the North have received pay for 
everything you have furnished to the Government, 
and while you have done no more than we have 
done for its maintenance, I ask you where is the 
equity or justice of postponing the claims of the | 
border Statesuntil some future period, when every- 
bodyelseispaid? Itisnotjust. Neither justice, 
nor equity, nor fair dealing will sanction any such 
action on the part of the Congress of the United 
States, or any other body. 

Mr. Speaker, let me ask you is it the enormity 
of the debt which induces gentlemen to propose 
procrastination? Is that it? Why, gentlemen, 
that is an argument upon the other side of the 
question. If the Government owes the border 
States so much money, and expects them to con- 
tinue to sustain the Government and to meet all 
its demands, ought you not to pay off your in- 
debtedness to the people of those States, so as to 
enable them to stand upon an equality with the 
other States and to discharge their duty to the 
Government? 

Gentlemen have intimated in their arguments 
that the Government will soon reach a period 
when this procrastination will be necessary. 
Well, gentlemen, if that period does come, | ask 
you who ought to bear that procrastination? | 
Ought the borderStates? Have they not already 
borne the heatand burden of the day’ Have they 
not had an enemy on both sides, or, rather, two 
armies upon themall the time ? They have had the 
subsistence of two armies, one or the other, upon 
them all the time, and frequently both at the same 
time. We ask nothing for the rebels—for what 
has been furnished to the rebel army. We are 
losers to that extent; bift when we feed and sub- 
sist our own Army we do trust that our Congress 
will not repudiate our claims. 

When Mitchell got to Bowling Green, the even- 
ing was inclement and ourarmy occupied one side 
of the public square, and that night they burned 
down half of that side of the public square by 
accident. The secessionists had burned the other 
half of our public square before they left, and in 
Mumfordsville and other towns the condition of 
things wasalmostas bad. We ask nothing for all 
these things. All we ask is an opportunity to 
present our claims in due form according to law, 
so that we may reach the equity of the case and 
see whether we shall have pay for our horses, 
our cattle, our flour, our corn, our pork, our ba- 
con, and all that can subsist men or animals. 

_I did not wish, Mr. Speaker, under the pecu- 
liar relations which my constituents bear to the 
rebellion, to permit the question to pass over with- 
out announcing some of those indubitable telling 
facts to the House. My constituents willadhere 
totheir banner. They will remain true and loyal 
Kentuckians, worthy of the history of the State, 
whether their claims be allowed or not. But I 
trust in the sense of justice of this body that those 
claims will be neither rejected nor postponed. 

I ask attention now to the particular character 
of these claims. If, in the progress of our Army, 
aman was found wealthy enough to supply all 
the subsistence needed, it would be an easy hing | 
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| their claims to be liquidated and paid ? 





| two thirds ofthe claimants. 


for him to present his claim, because the amount | 
would be large. It would be such an amount as 
the officers and the claimant and Congress would 
take proper notice of. But here are thousands 
of poor people, including widows, who have at 
best only a pittance, and who in furnishing sup- 
plies have been compelled to give all they had, 
leaving themselves sometimes without means to 
get in another crop. They haveclaims for fifty, 
one hundred, one hundred and fifty, or two hun- 
dred dollars against the Government. 


come to Washington for that purpose? The ex- 
penses of an agent would exhaust their means; 
and for my part | would advise all persons rather 


to renounce their claims and tear up their vouch- |) 


ers than seek to have them allowed in that way. 

Unless Congress pass a law that will meet these 
cases the rich claimants will be paid and the poor 
claimants left unpaid. 
able to prosecute their claims constitute more than 
I believe, Mr. Speak- 
er, that this plain statement of facts will not be 
without its effect on the House, and | humbly 


| trust and hope that the House will act in such a 
| manner as to do justice to all. 


Mr. DUMONT. Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
important measure, indeed; and Lam exceedingly 


sorry that the propositions are not separated. If | 
the Court of Claimseshas undertaken to take juris- | 


diction of claims growing out of this war, it af- 
fords sufficient reason why the original bill should 
pass. In the first place the claims areso numerous 
that the court could not possibly get along with 
its business. It would be beyond the scope of 
human power to adjudicate on such a vastnumber 
of claims as would be presented to the court. The 


windows of heaven would be opened and the 


fountains of the great deep broken up. Then it 
would rain forty days and forty nights. Why, 
sir, it Is perfectly preposterous to talk about it. 
Anybody who has a just conception of this 
matter can see that it is physically and mentally 
impossible. Therefore it is that I say I wish 
the propositions were separated. 


I am not opposed, Mr. Speaker, to the propo- | 


sition offered by the gentleman from Maryland, 


{[Mr. Tromas,] if I understand it. Iam not op- | 


posed to it in the abstract, but lam opposed to it 
in the concrete. [Iam opposed to it in the attitude 
in which it presents itself at the present time. It 
is a long bill, with twenty or thirty differé@nt 
propositions, and yet it comes before the House 
simply as an amendment, without having under- 
gone the ordeal of examination by a committee. 

I have great confidence in the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maryland, not only in his intelli- 
gence, but also in his integrity and his wish to do 
right in regard to this thing. Such, too, ts the 
feeling entertained by the whole House toward 
that distinguished gentleman. But suppose his 
amendment stood here as an original bill—which 
it in fact is—is there a single gentleman on this 
floor who would be willing to act upon it with- 
out its reference to a committee? How does it 
alter the case that it stands as a mere amend- 
ment? It gives it an advantage to which it is not 
entitled, and that is the only way that it alters the 
case. It alters it not in any proper sense of the 
term. 

Now, a word in regard to the proposition of the 
chairman of the Military Committee. | acknowl- 


edge that he has had great experience in these | 


matters. He has been connected with the, military 


operations of the Government since the beginning | 


of the war. For judgment there is no gentleman 
upon this floor in whose opinion I have greater 
confidence than in that of the distinguished chair- 
man of the Military Committee, But | have no 
opinion whatever of this particular thing; that is, 
no good opinion. Eke wants to give jurisdiction 
to the Court of Claims, and the limitation which 
he proposes to place upon its jurisdiction is one 
which, in my judgment, has no correctness, no 
justice, no sound principle whatever. He says 
he would limit the jurisdiction of the court to mat- 
ters growing out of contract. He would exclude 
from their consideration altogether everything 
having a foundation in tort. 

Now, let us illustrate that proposition. General 
Morgan, the thief Morgan, the robber Morgan, 
the bandit Morgan, passed through our State, and 
also through the State of the gentleman from Ohio. 
He passed through counties adjacent to the Ohio 


OBE. 


How are | 
Can they | 


Those who would be un- | 
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river, with the gallant troops from Kentucky and 
Indiana hot upon his heels. That gallant and 
vlorious man from “ the dark and bloody ground,”” 
Colone! Woolford, followed on with his troops. 
They were necessarily compelled to eatand drink, 
their horses were compelled to eat and drink, as 
they pursued this robber band. They were bound 
to have corn and forage, they were bound to have 
subsistence for their men. Sometimes they gave 
vouchers, and sometimes they did not, because 
they had no time for such things. 

Now, I want to know if it is equitable for this 
Government to refuse to pay the man who gave 
his hay, his corn, his bacon, and his flour fre ely, 
but failed to get his vouchers, and at the same 
time pay his neighbor, who was so fortunate as 
to get a voucher. 


Bat let us view the matter in another light. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Scnencx] would 
exclude everything growing out of tort—every- 
thing not founded in contract. ‘This man passed 
through these border counties of Indiana and 
Ohio, adjoining the Ohio river, as I stated, and 
those who were so fortunate as to get their vouch- 
ers are to get their pay before the Court of Claims 

tight upon the heels of these guerrillas are our 
troops in pursuit. The gunboats of Uncle Sam 
passed up the Ohio river burning every flat-boat 
and every description of river craft on the Ohio 
that could possibly be used by the enemy to en- 
able John Morgan to get across the river. 

The little town of Vevay, in the county of Swit 
zerland, the town in which | was born—though I 
have not been in it for a number of years—that 
town represented by the honorable gentleman now 
before me, had at its wharf half adozen flat-boata, 
coal-boats, and other craft, laden with corn, hay, 
and other produce, which were reduced to ashes 
in the twinkling of an eye by these gunboats of 
Uncle Sam. ‘They, the owners, were loyal men, 
who lived in that town and county, citizens of a 
Stateasloyalasany State in this Union; and what, 
I ask, isthe reason that the ownerof this property, 
corn, hay, and potatoes, who had his property 
reduced to ashes on board these boats, has notas 
justaclaim against the Governmentas if his prop- 
erty had been sold tothe Governmentand he had 
received a voucher for it? 

Then the proposition of the gentleman is simply 
an absurdity. Butmy objection to it would still 
apply if it were not absurd, for | am not willing 
to give this Court of Claims jurisdiction of this 
subject atall. But my objection is not a distrust 
of the court. I know, Mr. Speaker, there are a 
great many unjust claims;,they are as numerous 
as thestars. Il had alittle demonstration of it one 
morning at the city of Nashville. An old lady 
owning a farm in the neighborhood of that city, 
who had a son in the rebel army with the com- 
mission of captain in his pocket, but who had ad- 
vertised in the Nashville papers for blood-hounds 
to run down the Yankee soldiers, this old lady 
presented to me one morning a claim of $30,000 
for thirty Cashmere goats which one of my com- 
panies had eaten for breakfast, and a very poor 
breakfast atthat. [Laughter.] Nor was ita very 
good day for goats either. 
~ Now, the distinguished gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Griver] talks about the loyalty of his 
constituents, and | believe that they are about as 
loyal as the constituents of any gentleman now 
on this floor from the State of Kentucky. Gen- 
tlemen may laugh; but I intend no slur or insin- 
uation. Ihave stond by Kentuckians as Ken- 
tuckians have stooc by me. In days that tried 
men’s souls, when the tomahawk and scalping- 
knife were felt along the northern frontier, the 
noble Kentuckians came to our relief, and Ken- 
tuckians and Indianians stood side by side and 
shoulder to shoulder in those bloody strifes. ‘They 
are gone, but as our fathers stood side by side so 
let their children stand. 

Mr. Speaker, | have been in the gentleman’s 
district, and I have been there for months. I saw 
the conflagration to which he has referred. He 
lives in or near the town of Bowling Green, in 
Kentucky. He says that the rebels burned one 
half of the town and that the Union soldiers 
burned the other half. Let me tell him that the 
latter was mainly the continuation of the confla- 
gration begun by the rebels. The gentleman says 
that he represents a loyal constituency. [ believe 
this to be true, and also have no doubt that he ts 
himself a loyal man. But that conflagration was 
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eaused in this wise: the rebels burned up corn 
that they could not carry away. It was terribly 
cold weather when we came into the town. The 


I els Jeft thousands of barrels of flour behind, 
and we found a great many of. the gentleman’s 

ents of the copperhead persuasion ready 
to hide it in-their cellars. It took some consider- 
able time to resurrect it all, and the loyal people 


helped us do it, God bless them. If the Court || 
of Claims shall have jurisdiction of this matter, | 


or any other tribunal, l care not what, a great 
many of these people will prove that we obtained 
flour from them for the Army that was not paid 


for. We took from some ten, and from others | 


twenty, thirty, and as high as one hundred bar- 
rels of flour which the day before had belonged 
to the rebel army, but which they coyld not take 
awuy 
M 
from Indiana to charge the loyal men of Bowling 
Green w ith having done that, or does he confine it 
to the rebels of Bowling Green? 

Mr. DUMONT. I believe that they were dis- 
loyal men. Some of them claimed to be loyal, 
but the heart of man is deceitful above all things 
and desperately wicked. [Laughter.] It will not 
do therefore to let a man decide his owncase when 
the brindle hide of the wolf is so manifest. 

I wish tomake noattack upon the gentleman’s 
constituents. [found a good deal of loyalty in his 
district. I found men who were willing to bare 
their bosoms to the shafts of the enemy to put 
down this unholy and damnable rebellion; and J 
never found kinder or better people than the loyal 


pay all sorts of claims that people may make 
against the Government. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from West 
Virginia directed his remarks to what I said,and 
my remarks were based upon the character of the 
claims which have been presented to the War De- 
partment, and which are now pending in the Court 


|| of Claims. They involve claims for negroes as 


r. GRIDER. Do Lunderstand the gentleman | 


inhabitants of Bowling Green, but truth compels | 


me to say some were disloyal. 

Mr. Speaker, I had no desire to make a speech 
when I rose. l believe that the people of Ken- 
tucky ought to be paid for many things. I be- 
lieve so in regard to Maryland. I believe so in 
regard to Western Virginia. Although I did not 
distinetly hear the provisions of the bill proposed 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Tuomas,} 


Iam inclined to believe that it would have my | 
hearty supportifitstood by itself. I willnot sup- | 


port the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Senenck,] for it is not right in the abstract 
or inthe conerete, if for no other reason that it 


breaks down a court that is now useful, and it | 


makesan unjust discrimination between claimants 
equally meritorious. The declaration of the gen- 
tleman (Mr. Griver]} that Kentucky would stay 
inthe Union paid ornot, [doubt not. His eloquent 
tribute to the noble people of Kentucky was well 


merited, and | was glad to hear itas applied to the | 


loyal. 


Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | 


I have risen to say that there is no bill which can 
be offered to this Congress in which my constit- 
vents are more deeply and vitally interested than 
the one now pending. ‘There seem to be two ab- 
jections to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Tuomas.} One 1s that 
the Government is not able to pay these claims— 
that now is not the time to settle and adjust them, 
One gentleman from New York the other day in- 
timated in his speech, if he did not say in so many 
terms, that this Government would repudiate its 


debts. I had no idea there would be members of | 


the [louse who would get up and say that the 


Government was neither able nor willing to pay | 


its debts, 


Mr. BOUTWELL. ‘To what gentleman does | 


the gentleman refer as having said that the Gov- | 


ernment proposed to repudiate its debts? 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. The gentle- 
man from lowa and several other gentlemen said 
that the Government never could pay these debts. 

Mr. WILSON. I never said the Government 
could notin time pay all of the debts that it should 
pay. But Il take issue with the gentleman and 


those who seek to crowd these claims upon the | 
Government. The members from the border 
States, as they term themselves, a term which I | 


consider a disgrace to our politics, ask to include 
in these claims such as no Government upon the 
face of the earth has ever allowed. It is for the 
purpose of keeping out these claims and to prevent 
this robbery of the Treasury that I have supported 
the bill reported by me from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 


it is not the proposition of this bill, nor do the ad- 


well as for all other kinds of property, and for 
damages of every description. I say that many 


| of them should not be paid, that it would be a dis- | 


| grace to the nation to entertain some of them, es- 
| pecially those for runaway negroes. I base m 
remarks upon facts existing, upon claims which 
have been presented, and now the gentleman can 
direct his upon the same basis. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I have not, 
nor do I suppose that any gentleman who has 
advocated this bill has asked pay for any negroes; 
and I trust in God some measure may be brought 
| before this Congress in which that subject will 
not be introduced. We have no negroes in West 
Virginia, I thank God that free soil is stamped 
upon her; and in her constitution she has said 
that she will rid herself of this exciting ques- 
uion, 

Mr. WILSON. The negro question is in- 
volved in this bill by virtue of the claims now 
pending in the Court of Claims, in which com- 
pensation is asked for negrogs. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. If the claims 
are unjust do not pay them. 

Mr. WILSON. This bill is for the purpose 
of taking away jurisdiction in such cases and re- 
taining it in the hands of Congress. , 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. If you were 
to pay for all the negroes, North and South, al- 


lowing me to be the eppraiser, it would not cost | 


much to pay for all of them. 

Mr. WILSON. But the gentleman is not a 
judge of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. No, sir; Ido 
not suppose | ever shall be. 

Now, to say that you will postpone the day 
when you will pay these claims is virtually to say 
to the border States, to whom is due more than to 
any other people the efforts to put down this re- 
bellion, that they never shall have any pay. Ido 
not wonder that gentlemen who live in the New 


known as loyal States outside of the theater of the 
war, cannot and do not appreciate the condition 
| of those who live mn the midst of the war. Why, 
sir, there has never been a day from the time the 


the North was so prosperous as now. She is 
actually wallowing in wealth. Inorder to protect 
| them the Government does not have to station 
sentinels at their doors, nor in the streets of their 
cities and towns. 

But how is itin the border States? Who could 
have made more sacrifices than they have to main- 
tain this Government? Why, sir, the district I 
represented in the last Congress particularly, and 
many of the counties I now represent in this Con- 
gress, ure made a barren waste on account of the 
| desolations of this war. They have sent into the 
| Army almost every man they had; and I am 
proud to say here that Western Virginia has sent 


the rebellion than any other State of this Union 
in proportion to population, And I Jearn by let- 
ters received to-day that her quota under the last 
call made by the Chief Magistrate of the country 
is almost supplied, and that no draft will be re- 
quired there. They have not only given their 
sons and their fathers to the country, they have 
not only watered every inch of soil in Western 
| Virginia with their blood, but they have actuall 

' given every particle of property they Sa 
so that multitudes of them are now in a suffering 
condition. In that State there are poor people 
living in the mountains, whose wants are few, 
and who have very few means to supply them. 
Rebel parties come along and steal! their horses, 
drive away their cattle, and they sometimes have 
gone so far as to take the clothing from the chil- 
dren’s backs and carry it away. Oftentimes 
everything in their houses is carried off by those 
parties. Reduced to extreme destitution, they go 
to work and geta barre! of corn and getit ground, 


| and half-starved, and cheerfully they divide their 


vocates of this measure propose, that you shall || last morsel with them. They sometimes gave 


England States, and those who live in what are | 


Government was founded up to this hour when | 


more troops to this war to crush outand putdown | 


and then come sone Union soldiers, exhausted | 
C 





March 2. 
receipts, which were almost invariably informal, 
| Sometimes they took everything a man had and 
gave him no acknowledgment, 

Now, it is an act of justice that we are askine 
at the hands of Congress—nothing more and 
nothing less. We do not ask you to bestow q 
boon upon us. We are not asking you to make 
usa present. | appeal to northern men, to their 
sense of justice, to aid us in sustaining this meas- 
ure. The issue is now before this Government, 
and is to be decided by this House, whether or 
not the people of the border States who have thus 
been sacrificed shall have their claims paid or not, 
or whether they shall be forever debarred. 

It seems to me, sir, that every one must see the 
necessity, if the Government ever intends to pay 
these claims, that the question should be determ- 
ined now when proofs can be obtained, and we 
can show whether or not our claims are just. [f 
you postpone this matter for three or five years, 
there are probably not one tenth of the claims 
which are perfectly just, and which every judge 
in the land would give judgment for, in which 
the claimants will be able at that time to furnish 
proof. If, then, it is the intention of Congress 
ever to pay us our just claims, now is the time; 
and you will indicate whether you mean to do it 
by the votes you give now. But if you postpone 
anybody’s claims, in God’s name do not postpone 
the claims of those who are starving, of those 
who have stood by you, and without whose as- 
sistance you would not perhaps have been a Union 
this day. 

| ask the House as a matter of justice to sustain 
this bill. Weborder-State men have stood by this 
Government as my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
Tuomas] hassaid. We have voted millions and 
millions of dollars for your benefit. We do notask 
you to pay unjust claims. I should be the last 
man to ask thata solitary rebel should be paid for 
any property he haslost. He does not deserve it; 
and we donot ask it, But it is for our own loyal 
men, who have been between the upper and nether 
millstones; who have stood by the Government 
in its darkest hours; who have been tried in the 
furnace of rebellion—it is for them that I am plead- 
ing to-day. 

1 trust, sir, that the House will give to this 
question their consideration, and will agree to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, 
{[Mr. Tuomas.] In my humble opinion it does 
not embrace all the classes of cases which ought 
to be embraced; but I am satisfied with it, and | 
think that every gentleman from the North or 
from the West ought to be satisfied with it. | 
hope therefore, Mr. Speaker, that this bill will re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the House is now ready 
|| to take a vote on the amendment. I will not oc- 
cupy any further the time of the House. [| move 
the previous question. 

Mr. WHALEY. I hope the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee will not press this matter to 
avotenow. ‘Thisis the Most important question 
that has been before the House this session. 

Mr. WILSON. I merely wish to test the sense 
of the House. If the House is willing to have 
the matter delayed, so be it; but I ask the previous 

uestion, and I call for tellers on seconding the 
Sank 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Witson 
and WuaALery were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 50, noes 62. 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 

Mr. WHALEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. ECKLEY. Will the gentleman from West 
Virginia give way for me to move that this bill 
be recommitted? 

Mr. WHALEY. No, sir; I must decline to 
yield for any such purpose, 4 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot believe that a majority 
of this eet: or even those who are opposed to 
the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Maryland, desire to deprive the loyal citizens of 
the border States of their just rights, or to pre- 
vent them from having an adjudication of their 
claims. I cannot believe that that is the object 
even of those gentlemen who have opposed the 
amendment. 1 wish to call the attention of gen- 
tlemen on this floor to the facts on which these 
claims rest, and notonly of members, but of their 
constituents also. 
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Mr. Speaker, this is an important question. 
It is one that involves the rights and welfare of 
the suffering people of the border States. Could 
any one have expected that such opposition would 
be made to an amendment so fair as that offered 
by my friend from Maryland? Is there any rea- 
son why there should not be at least a mode pro- 
yided by which these people shall have an oppor- 
tunity of having their claims fairly and honestly 
adjudicated? I do not refer to the claims of seces- 


sionists and traitors, but to those of loyal people 


who have shown their devotion to this Union and 
have made sacrifices for it, undergoing sufferings 
that are unknown to the people of the North. | 
I wish to call attention, further, to the fact that 
hundreds of thousands of dollars of these claims 


ave due to the unconditionally loyal people of the | 


border States, for provisions and commissary 
stores furnfshed in good faith for the use of the 
Army, but where the certificates given did not 
comply fully with the requirements of the War 
Department. These claims have been therefore 
rejected, and are now piled up by the cord in the 
Third Auditogs office. 
deprive these people of a fair chance to have their 
claims adjusted? If not, then let some remedy 
for their case be recommended to the House by 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WILSON. I will inform the gentleman 
that the Judiciary Committee has reported a bill 
to meet the cases he speaks of, and that that bill 
comes up next in order, It is the first and sec- 
ond sections of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Tuomas.] I un- 
derstand thatanother committee of the House has 
agreed to report, if it has not yet reported, a bill 
comprising the other portions of the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I would like 
to know what possible objection the gentleman 
from Iowa can have to this amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. The objection is that the bill 
has no connection whatever with it. The bill re- 
lates to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims— 
the amendment to the accounts of the Quarter- 
master General. 

Mr. WHALEY. It is the duty of Congress 
to provide for the payment of the just claims of 
the loyal people of the border States. Contrast 
theircondition with that of the people of the North. 
Every city, every town, every villageand hamlet 
of the North is this day more prosperous than it 
ever has been since the settlement of the conti- 


| posed that the House is not placed in any « 


Is there a proposition to | 
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has been sanctioned and approved by the Com- 
mittee of Claims. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. Does the gentleman 
withdraw all of bis amendment except that part 
which was before the Judiciary Committee ? 

Mr. THOMAS. The amendment is so pro- 

a. 
culty as to voting onit. If a portion of the House 
be willing to take that part of it that came from 
the Judiciary Committee it can say so and reject 
the other, or vice versa. 
when roing to vole on my amendment, toaska 
division of it. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. 
the gentleman from Maryland proposes to have 
a distinct vote on each of these bills? 

Mr. THOMAS. Any member upon the floor 
has the right to call for a division of the question, 
And it results as | have already attempted to ex- 


between these propositions. It gives them the 
privilege of accepting the proposition of the Com- 


mittee of Claims and rejecting that of the Com- || 


mittee on the Judiciary, or the opposite. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tq the 
gentleman from Maryland presenting his amend- 
ment in the shape in which he now offers it? 

Mr. WILSON. [I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will then 
have to modify his amendment still further to 
make it in order. Rule 48 provides that 

No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be amended by 
annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, any other bill 
or resolution pending before the House.”’ 

The gentleman will therefore have to modify 
his amendment to some extent to bring it within 
the rule. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Speaker will bear in 


mind that the two constitute one amendment, and 


they are therefore not technically a violation of 


the rule. 

The SPEAKER. That constitutes a double 
violation of the rules; if two bills entire are pro- 
posed in one amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘To comply technically with 
the rule, | have changed one or two unimportant 
words, and now modify my amendment by adding 
at the end of the other amendment as follows: 

That there shall be appointed by the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, one commissioner and one solicitor of claims for 


| the district composed of the States of Maryland, Pennsyl- 


vania, the District of Columbia, and Virginia; one com 
missioner and one solicitor for the district composed of the 


It is only necessary, | 


Do I understand that | 
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with a statement of the circumstances attending the same, 
and names of the officer or officers who gave the order or 
who commanded the troops, and the particular corps, divis- 
ion, brigade, regiment, or company by whom the damages 
or losses Were vecasioned, so taras within the kuowledge 

the claimant; the time when, as may be, and 
place where such tosses and damages were sustained; 
which account shall be Verified by the oath of the claimant 
to the effeet that the account presented by Him or her to 
said commissioner for aiijudication is aecurately stated, 
and is in all respeets just and true, and that the prices 
charged are reasonable, and that the amount claimed ts 
justly due atier allowing all just credits and set offs; that 
neither the whole or auy part of said claiin has been as 
signed or transferred, execptas therein stated; and thathe, 
she, or they have actually sustained the damages charged 
in said account as having been done to his, her, or their 
property by military authority, or by the troops of the Uni 
ted States, over and above the value of the portions of said 
property which remained after its injury or destruction ; 
that the same damage or destruction has not been done by 


ERNEST _—-—---—_— -y 


near as 


| reason ofany fraud, connivanee, collusion, or procurement 
| of the said claimant, or any other person or persons in his, 
( l Cf OC || her, or their behall, and thatno payment has been received 
plain. Itgives gentlemen the privilege of deciding | 


by the claimant, orany person for him, for any part of said 
claim, exceptas stated in said account; and that he has not 
given any receipt or voucher, except as stated in snid ac 

count, by which any officer of the United States or other 
person bas received or can receive, as claimant beheves, a 
credit therefor from the United States. Said claimant or 
claimants shall also exhibit and prove to said commissioner, 
his, her, or their tite to the property, and the extent of 


| their share or interest therein; and also turnish them with 


the names of all other persons, if there be any, Who have 
any share or interest in said property, and their residence 


as far as may be. 


“ind he it further enacted, That sald solicitor of claims 
shall represent the Government of the United States, and 


} attend the examination of parties and witnesses in relation 
|} toany claim which may be pending before the cominis 


sioner of their respective districts, and prepare interroga 
tories and cross-interrogatories when necessary, and super 
intend the taking of testimony, and render such other ser 
vices as may be required of him trom time to time by said 
commissioner, 

ind be it further enacted, That any person who shatleor 
ruptly practice, orattemptto practice, any fraud against the 
United States in the statement or proof ot any claim, orany 
part of any claim, against the United States under this act, 
shall forfeit the same tothe Government; and itshall be the 
duty of said commissioner in such cases to inake «a special 
report of the facts and fraud which was practiced, or at 
tempted to be practiced, to the Secretary of War; and in 
case he shall approve and concur in said report, the clain 
ant shall be forever barred from prosecuting said claim. 

And he it further enacted, That each commissioner shall 
have power to issue subpenas to require the attendance of 
Witnesses upon the application of cither the claimant or 
claimants, or of the solicitor, for examination before the 
said commissioner, Which subpenas shall have the same 
force as if issued by a district cowt of the United States, 
and compliance therewith may be compelled uuder such 
rules and orders as said commissioner shall prescribe, and 
for the purpose of compelling the attendance of such wit 
nesses and taking their testimony, said commissioner shall 
have all the power of said districtcourt. Andthe witnesses 


ei. 


States of West Virginia, Ohio, and Indiana; one commis 
sioner and oue solicitor for the district composed of the 
States of Tennessee and Kentucky ; one commissioner and 
one solicitor for the district composed of the States of Ili- 
nois, Missouri, and Kansas ; and one commissioner and one 
solicitor for those States not included in the foregoing dis 
tricts, Who shall severally hold their respective offices dur- 
ing the pleasure of the President, and be entitled for their | 
services to a salary of $2,500 each per annum, to be paid 

quarterly, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, and such other sums as shall be necessarily 
and unavoidably expended by them for stationery and office 
rent in the discharge of theirduties underthis aet, and certi 
fied as reasonable by the Secretary of War or First Comp 


who may attend on behalf of the United States, in obe 

| dience to any subpena issued by said commissioner, shall 

| be entitled to the same fees for their attendance as those 
paid for similar services in the State courts of the respect 
ive districts, and to be paid by the United States upon the 
certificate of said commissioner and solicitor. 

And be it further enacted, That each commissioner shall 
adopt such rules and regulations for carrying this act into 
execution as the Secretary of War shall approve, and pub 
lish the same for eight weeks successively in the news 
papers in the several States and Territories in which the 
laws of the United States are published. 

And be it further enacted, That each commissioner shall 
have power to hold their sessions at such times and places, 
troller of the Treasury. in their respective districts, as they shall deem proper and 
And be it further enacted, Thateach of said commission- || conducive tothe public interest and convenience of claim 
ers shall appoint a elerk for his district, who shall hold his Ants. They may also, in their diseretion, make a personal 
office during the pleasure of said commissioner, and per- examination or any property in relation to which any elaim 


nent; while on the other hand, if youlook to West 
Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, you will find 
nothing butdesolation. Thousands of their pop- 
ulation have been driven to the free States, who 
had happy homes three years ago, who had wealth 
enough for themselves and their posterity, but 
who are now reduced to absolute want. The 
loyal people of the border States have shown their 
loyalty in the Army and atthe polls. They sent 
to Congress unconditional Union men, men who | 
have stood by the Administration on this floor, 
who have voted for every appropriation to carry 
on the war. And now, when itis proposed to 
have these just claims honestly and fairly adju- | 











dicated, we are met with opposition from the other || 


side of the House. If thisis the policy letus know 
it, Let the constituents of every border State man 
know it. Let it go over the wires this evening 


that there is a majority in this House opposed to | 


paving these loyal men or providing a way of 
adjudicating their claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I now demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow me a single moment? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Certainly, sir. I withdraw 
the motion. ° 

Mr. THOMAS. 


error which seems to prevail in the House. | 


thought I had stated so as not to be misunder- | 


stood, that both sections of my amendment have 
undergone examination in committee. The sec- 
ond and third sections that I propose underwent 
eXamination in the Judiciary Committee, and 
were approved of. The other sections underwent 
eXamination in the Committee of Claims, and that 
committee has reported it to the House with some 
little amendments in the form of a bill. i now 
Propose to withdraw this last part of my amend- 
ment with the permission of the House, and to sub- 
Stitute for it in words House bill No. 212, which 





| certificate of the conumissioner. 


I simply desire to correct an | 


form such duties asmay be required of him under this aet, 
who shall receivea saiary of $1,600; andthe commissioner 
may from time to time eniploy a marshal, ata compensa 
tion of four dollars per day for the time aetually employed 
by said marshal iu subpenaing witnesses for the United 
States, and for such other duties as may be required ot him 
by the commissioner, which salary to the clerk, and com 
pensation to the marshal, shall be paid quarterly, out ofany 
money in the Treastiry not otherwise appropriated, on the 


solicitors, clerks, and marshals shall each take and subscribe 


} an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, | 
} and faithfully discharge the duties of their respective offices, 


and shall, in addition, take and subseribe the oath of allegi 
ance required by the uctoft Congress passed August 6, 1861, 
which oaths shail be filed in the War Departnent. 

And be it further enacted, That said commissioners shall 
severally have cognizance of all claims against the United 
States arising in their respective districts, and which sliali 
be presented to them by any person who, during the pres 
ent rebellion, has sustained, or may sustain, damages by 
injury to or destruction ofany property which has been or 
may be injured or destroyed by the use or occupation of 


‘the Army of the United States, orof any division or portion 


thereof, or by any military authority: Provided, however, 
That all existing claims embraced in the provisions of this 
act not presented for adjustment within three years from 
the passage of this net, and all subsequent claims not pre 
sented for adjustment within three years from the tin 
such claims miaty or shall acerue, shall be forever barred 
And be it further enacted, That the claimant or claimants 
who may present lis or their claim under this act shall in 
every case make out an account against the United States, 


containing the items of such damages and losses, together | 


And said commissioners, | 


forlosses or damages shall have been presented. They shall 


| also have power to examine on oath avy claimant, and all 


other persons, in relation to said claim,whohave any knowl 

edge thereof; and shall have power to issue cominissions 
for the examination of claimants and Witnesses unable to 
attend betore said commissioner, and in other cases in the 
discretion of said commissioner, and shall cause she testi 

mony so taken to be reduced to writing, and signed by the 
person taking the same; and shall retuin said testimony, 
with their proceedings and their several opinions in writing 
in relation to said claims, respectively, to the Secretary of 
Wary; and it shall be his duty to lay the same betore the 
Cougress of the United States at the commencement of the 
session next succeeding said return, to the end that such 
provision may be made for the relief of the claimants as 
shall be deemed just and proper. 

And he it further enacted, That said commissioners shall 
not take cognizance of any claim against the United States 
for the loss, value, or services of any slave or person of 
color, nor for damages or losses arising trom his or her es 
cape, capture, or detention; nor shall any person who has 
engaged, or shall at any time engage, iu the present rebel 
lion against the Government of the United States, or been 
at any time hostile to such Government, or given aid and 
comfort to those engaged in said rebellion, derive any ben 
efit under thisact. And it shall be the duty of each of said 
coummissioners to inquire into and take testimony as tothe 
loyalty of every person who has sustained loss or damage 
to lis or her property during the present rebellion, and who 
may present their claims under this act; and also as to 
whether the said persons in any manner supported or fa 
vored rebellion against, or resivtance tothe laws of the Unt 
ted States. And no person who bas engaged, or shall at 
any time engage In the present rebellion against the Gov 
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ernment of the United States, or been at any time hostile 
to such Government, or given aid and comfort to those en- 


gaged in said rebellion, shall derive any benefit under this | 


act. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
question on the bill and amendments, 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be.put, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Is it in order for me to 
move to recommit the bill to the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question being upon the amendment to the 
amendment, it was adopted—ayes 64, noes 46. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE called for the yeas and nays | 


on the amendment as amended. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received, by 
Mr. Hicker, their Chief Clerk, notifying the 
House that the Senate disagree to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives imposing in- 


structions upon the committee of conference on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 


amendments to the bill (H.R. No. 122) to in- 
crease the internal revenue, and for other pur- 


poses, ask another free conference on the amend- | 


ments to the said bill, and have appointed Mr. 
Suerman, Mr. Crark, and Mr. Henpricks as 
such committee on their part. 


COURT OF CLAIMS—AGAIN. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Is it in order to 
move to refer the whole subject to the Committee 
on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House is 
still acting under the previous question, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that motion to enable me to move that 
the House agree to the request of the Senate for 
another committee of conference on the internal 
revenue bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I insist on the 
motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 60, noes 66. ' 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which his amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Upon the latter motion, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. SPALDING moved that the House ad- 
journ, 

The motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hickey, 
their Chief Clerk, announced to the House that 
the Senate had passed the following joint resolu- 
tion and bills; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

Joint resolution (No. 30) for the relief of Charles 
A. Pitcher; 

An act (No. 48) for the relief of B. C. Bailey; 
and 

An act (No. 125) to encourage immigration. 


INTERNAL REVENUB. 


Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a question of priv- 
ileze. I move that the House accede to the re- 
quest of the Senate appointing another committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Liouses on the internal revenue bill. 

Mr. SPALDING. I move to lay the whole 
report of the committee of conference on the table. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Chair will state that its effect, if carried, will 
be to lay the bill on the table. 

The motion was disagreed to—ayes 32, noes 64. 

Mr. KASSON. Before the vote is taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from Vermont l ask 
the Speaker to state the exact condition in which 
the matter now comes before us. The motion 
has been made by the gentleman without consult- 
ation with his colleagues on the Committee of 
Waysand Means, and | desire now that the Chair 
will state what will be the effect of the motion 
upon the question before us, if adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL. I will merely state in re- 


The motion is in order; but | 


I now demand the previous | 





| 


/me. I could not hear that message as it was an- 
| nounced. 


| had the same chance that I and other members of 
, the House had to hear it. 


| instructions. TheSenate havesentusaresolution 


| brought to the attention of the Senate? 





| instructions at all. 
| to go on the committee, and I do not desire to go 





‘ 





sponse to the gentleman from Iowa that he, I sup- 


pose, in common with all the members of the | 


House, heard the message from the Senate that 
they had non-concurred in the resolution yesterday 
passed by the House. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman will pardon 


Mr. MORRILL. Well, sir, the gentleman 
Finding that the Sen- 
ate had rejected the proposition yesterday made 
by the House, of course it becomes necessary to 
act upon the request of the Senate for another 
committee of conference. 1 did nothing more 
than to pursue the usual course in such cases, by 
seizing on the earliest moment to move for sucha 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the con- 
dition of the question. By a vote of 76 to 67 the 
House yesterday referred this matter to the same 
committee of conference. The vacancy occasioned 
on that committee by the declination of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. W asusurne] was filled 
by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Spaxpine.] 

Mr. STEVENS. Referred to the same com- 
mittee with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir, recommitted with 


asking for a free conference between the two 
Houses, without instructions. The Senate having 
appointed the same managers on its part, itis due 
to the House to say that the Chair will appoint 
the same majority as yesterday of the House 
conferees. If the Senate had appointed different 
conferees the Chair would have felt it to be its 
duty to appoint different conferees, in case this 
proposition of the Senate be entertained. 

Mr. KASSON. I wasin the Senate when the 
action of the House was reported there, and I did 
not hear any instructions read to the Senate. I 
ask whether those instructions have ever been 


The SPEAKER. If the House wants to re- 
verse its action of yesterday, it will be easy for 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morritt] to 
move instructions of a different character. 

Mr. MORRILL, 1 do not wish to move any 
I have not made the motion 


on it. Ido not desire the committee to go tram- 
meled, for that would be casting a slur upon the 
other House. 

The SPEAKER. Without new instructions 
the Chair will be obliged to appoint the same ma- 
jority of conferees. If the Senate had appointed 
new conferees, the Chair would have appointed 
new conferees. 

Mr. STEVENS. The only effect of appoint- 
ing the same committee is that they go without 
instructions and untrammeled. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. The message 
from the Senate is that the Senate disagree to the 
resolution of the House of Representatives pro- 
posing instructions to the conferees, and ask an- 
other free conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on House bill No. 122, to in- 


| crease the internal revenue, and for other pur- 


poses. It has appointed the same committee, 
Mr. Suerman, Mr. Henpricxs,and Mr. Ciarg. 
The instructions of the House were before the 
Senate, and they were disagreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senate appointed the 
same committee because we had appointed the 
same committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. They were appointed by a 
vote of the House. 

Mr. Morritu’s motion was agreed to. 

The Speaker appointed Mr. Morruu, Mr. 


| Kasson, and Mr. Spatpine the committee on the 


part of the House. 
COURT OF CLAIMS—AGAIN. 


The question then recurred on the Court of 
Claims bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 


ingly read the third time. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, demanded the yeas 


/ and nays on the passage of the bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 
SNROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
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truly enrolled an act (S. No. 140) for the protec. 
tion of the overland emigration to the States and 
| Territories of the Pacific; and an act (H.R. No 
| 265) supplementary to an actentitled “An act to 
| provide ways and means for the support of the 
Government,’ approved March 3, 1863; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 
And then, on motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH, 
(at a quarter to five o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. ~ 





IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, March 3, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Sunpertayp. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. POMEROY presented the petitjon of Sam- 
| uel Strong, praying that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may be authorized to examine and set- 
tle his accounts as assignee of the contractors for 
work done on the Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
custom-house; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. e 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial of man- 
ufacturers of Newark, New Jersey, remonstrat- 
ing against the extension of the India-rubber pat- 
ent of Charles Goodyear; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, in favor of an exten- 
sion of the time for the payment of bounties to 
volunteers in and for the State of Wisconsin until 
the Ist of April, 1864; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Daniel 
Fitzgerald, praying for a renewal of his patent 
for an improvement in fire-proof chests and safes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of the 
Governor and members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying that the draft be postponed, and the pay- 
ment of bounties continued until the Ist day of 
April, 1864; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented the memorial of M. 
C. Marin, commander in the United States Navy, 
praying relief from the action of the advisory 
board; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of George D. 
Dods, praying for a pension in lieu of his support 
at the Naval Asylum; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of merchants and 
others of Providence, Rhode Island, praying that 
the petition of the South American Steamship 
Company foran appropriation for the purpose of 
establishing postal communication by steam ves- 
sels with the countries of South America may be 
granted; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and a motion to print the memorial 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COURT FEES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GRIMES. I present the petition of the 
justices of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying for the passage ofa bill to regulate 
the fees of the clerk’s office of the supreme court 
of this District. The petition isaccompanied by 
abill. lask that the bill may be read the first and 
second time, and referred with the petition to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will 
be referred to thatcommittee. The Senator also 
asks unanimous consent to introduce at this time 
a bill on the same subject. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
fntroduce a bill (S. No. 147) to regulate the fees 
| of the clerk’s office’of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia; and it was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. TEN EYCK, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to whom was referred a petition of seamen 
in the United States revenue cutter service at- 
tached to the revenue cutter Caleb Cushing, pray- 
ing for remuneration for loss of property sus- 
tained by them in the destruction of that vessel 
by the rebels, asked to be discharged from 1's 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 
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PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. HOWARD. The Committee on the Pa- 


cific Railroad have instructed me to move that the 
bill (S. No. 135) to amend an act entitled * An act 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri river to the Pacific 
ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 

oses,’’ passed July 1, 1862, be printed. The bill 
a not yet been printed, and the committee de- 
sire to have it printed for their convenience in ex- 
amining it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. The same committee have 
instructed me to report back to the Senate the bill 
(S. No. 11) granting public lands to the People’s 
Pacific Railroad Company, to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraphic line to the Pa- 
cific coast by the northern route, and to recommend 
that it do not pass. This recommendation, how- 
ever, is founded entirely on the circumstance that 
the bill which | now report back is based upon a 
State charter granted by the State of Maine. The 
committee think it not right to act upon a State 
charter in so large a concern. 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTIES. ® 


Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to 
whom was recommitted the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 41) to continue the payment of bounties, 
to report it favorably and to ask for its consider- 
ation at this time. It is very important that it 
should be acted upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts asks the unanimous consent of the 


Senate to consider this resolution at the present | 


time. Isthere any objection? TheChair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
over for the present until Senators come in. I 
know the Senator from Maine {Mr. Fessenpen] 
takes a deep interest in this question, and he is 
not yet in his seat. I hope it will be allowed to 
lie on the table until he comes in. 

Mr. WILSON. It can be laid aside for a few 
moments until Senators come in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr.TEN EYCK asked, and by unanimouscon- 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 31) authorizing the issue of a register to 
the steamer Mohawk; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPRAGUE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
148) to prevent frauds in the collection of the in- 
ternal revenue, and to prevent smuggling; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


REMOVAL OF INDIANS FROM KANSAS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint 
resolution (S. No. 32) for the removal of refugee 
Indians ig Kansas to their homes in the Indian 
country; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. 1 ask that the pre- 
amble and resolution be read at length for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Whereas the Government is maintaining nine thousand 
two hundred refugee Indians in the State of Kansas at an 
outlay of $60,000 per month; and whereas said refugees 
are anxious to return to their homes in the Indian coun- 
try; and whereas the Secretary of War reports to Congress 
that he is not aware of any reason preventing their return; 
and whereas it is important that they be returned in time 
to put in a crop of this spring: Therefore, 

Resolved, &c., That the President of the United States be 
authorized to take the necessary steps for the removal of the 


refugee Indians now in Kansas to their homes in the Indian 
country. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I desire to state, if 
connection with this matter, that the Indian bu- 
reau are anxious to return these Indians to the 
Indian country, but are fearful of taking the re- 
sponsibility. The Interior Department and the 
War Department differ as to the safety of the In- 
dians after they shall return, and it is important 
to get an expression of opinion from Congress 
on the subject. I move that the joint resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 


I would rather it should go | 








ee 


House of Representatives had agreed to the further | 


conference asked by the Senate upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two-Houses upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 122) 
to increase the internal revenue, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and insisted upon by the Senate, and 
it had appointed Mr. Justin S. Morniut of Ver- 
mont, Mr. Jonn A. Kasson of lowa, and Mr. 


Rurvus P. Spaupine of Ohio, managers at the | 


same on its part. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION, 
Mr. DAVIS. A joint resolution for the amend- 
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ment of the Federal Constitution was referred | 
early in the session to the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary. That committee reported back the joint 
resolution with an amendment. 


an amendment to the amendment reported by the | 


. . r 
committee, and I ask that it be read and printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will | 


receive it, if there be no objection. 
hears none. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
to amend the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to the resolution (S. No. 
16) by striking out the word ‘‘ an” and by add- 
ing the letter **s’’ to the word amendment in the 
fifth line of the preamble reported by the commit- 
tee, and to strike out both sections of the amend- 
ment, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


The Chair 


First. That no negro or person whose mother or grand 
mother is or was a negro shall be a citizen of the United 
States, or be eligible to any civil or military office, or to 
any place of trust or profit under the United States. 

Second. That the States of Maine and Massachusetts shall 
form and constitute one State of the United States, to be 
called East New England, and the States of New Tlamp 
shire, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and Vermont shall form 
and constitute one State of the United States, to be called 
West New England. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The order to print 


will be made, if there be no objection. 
PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. WILKINSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate three thousand copies of the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia (No. 14) in relation to in- 
terference by military authority in elections in the States. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are no other 
resolutions to be introduced, the Chair will pre- 
sent a concurrent resolution from the House of 
Representatives. It will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
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President covering all the documents in the case. 
The report of the Secretary of State is to this 
effect: 





DeraRTMENT OF Strate, WasttInoTon, 
February 16, 1864. 

The Secretary of State has the honor to lay before the 
President a copy of the papers relative to the claim on this 
Government of the owners of the French ship La Manche, 
captured In August, 1862, by the United States ship of war 
{no, and sent into Boston for adjudication, upon the sup- 
position that she bad, in violation of the blockade, sailed 
from a port in the possession of the insargents, The vessel 
Was subsequently restored, pursuant to a decree of the dis- 
trict court of the United States at Boston, but the owners 
claimed damages for the capture and detention. This elaim, 
though unquestionably just in principle, seemed to the Sec- 
retary of State, as first presented. by the French minister, 
to be exaggerated in amount. A proposition was conse 
quently made to Mr. Mercier to reterthe question as to the 


. " | sum properly due to an informal arbitration. This propo- 
I desire to offer | 


sition was accepted, and the award of the arbitrators ts one 
of the accompanying papers. From the high character of 
those gentlemen for integrity and intelligence, it is snug 


| gested that an appropriation of the amount found to be due 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That || 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House | 
of Representatives be authorized to close the present ses- | 


sion by adjourning their respective Houses on Tuesday, the 
3ist day of May next, at twelve o’clock meridian. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that that resolution 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRENCH SHIP LA MANCHE. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 


142)-for the relief of the owners of the French | 


ship La Manche, reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

he motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. For the purpose of paying the in- 
demnity awarded to the owners of the French ship 
La Manche, it proposes to appropriate a suffi- 
cient amount to purchase a bill of exchange on 
Paris for the sum of 140,735 15-100 franes, with 
interest on that sum at six percent. from Febru- 
ary 5 last past down to the date of the bill of ex- 
change. 

Mr.GRIMES. What is that for? -« 

Mr. SUMNER. To carry out an award that 
has been made with reference to the claim of the 
owners of the French ship La Manche, they 
claiming more than half a million francs, and the 


| may confidently be recommended to Congress, 


Respectfully submitted. 

WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
The PResipenrt. 

The document which I have in my hand con- 
tains the original claim, the correspondence be- 
tween our Government and the French minister, 
the appointment of the arbitrators, Mr. John M. 
Forbes, of Boston, being selected on the part of 
the United States, and Mr. Isaac Thacher, a mer- 
chant of Boston, being selected on the part of the 
French Government, and these two arbitrators 
together selecting William Perkins, also of Bos- 
ton, as the umpire. After considering the case 


| carefully, they have reduced the original claim, 


which was 524,577 francs, to the sum mentioned 
in this bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the amount? 

Mr. SUMNER. One hundredand forty thou- 
sand seven hundred and thirty-five franes. I will 
read the precise terms of the award, and that will 
explain the peculiar language ofthe bill. [tis aa 
follows, dated Boston, February 5, 1864, and ad- 


| dressed to Mr. Seward, Secretary of State, and to 
| Monsieur Mercier, his imperial Majesty’s min- 


ister to the United States: 


“GenTLemen: The undersigned arbitrators appointed by 
you, and the umpire mutually chosen by the arbitrators, for 
the purpose of examining and deciding upon the claims for 
losses, by capture and detention, of the French ship La 
Manche by the United States ship Ino, beg leave to report, 


| unanimously, that they have carefully examined the only 


claims laid before them by his imperial Majesty’s consul 
here, Monsieur Souchard, being those of Messrs. Le Roux 


| Fréres & Co., the owners of the La Manche, for themselves 


and for the officers and crew of the ship, of which copy 
(marked A) is herewith inclosed. 

That they have examined the papers laid before themin 
support of said claim, and have called such witnesses as 
were deemed necessary, and that they do award, as full 
compensation for said claims, the eum of 140,735 15-100 
frances, to be paid in a banker’s bill on Paris, atsixty days’ 
sight. To which amount is to be added interest at six per 
cent. per annum from this date until the bill is delivered 
to his imperial Majesty’s representative at Washington.” 


The appropriation, therefore, is of a sum suffi- 
cient to buy the bill specified in this award, with 


| interest from the date of the award, February 5, 


1864, down to the date of the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Massachusetts whether the own- 
ers of the French vessel are parties to the refer- 
ence and arbitration; whether they are concluded 
by it? 

Mr. SUMNER. 


I understand that they are 


| concluded by it. 


Mr. HOWARD. 


port itself? 
Mr.SUMNER. The Senator will bear in mind 
that the whole has proceeded on the application 


Does that appear in the re- 


| of the French Government; the French Govern- 


arbitrators allowing them 140,735 francs, on ac- 


count of damages to a French ship. 
Mr.GRIMES. Damages by whom? 


Mr.SUMNER. Growing out of our blockade. 


Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


Is there a report? 
Ilere is a message of the 


ment is the party, and that Government has pre- 
sented the claim of the owners. 

Mr. HOWARD. I understand so. Of course 
it presents the claim as the agent of the owners. 
My inquiry was whether the owners are bound 
by the arbitration in law. 

‘“Mr.SUMNER. Unquestionably they are. 

Mr. HOWARD. So that we shall not have 
this claim up before us again? 

Mr. FOSTER. That is the only mode in which 
we can recognize a claim of a foreign individual, 
It is never made upon us by the individual, but 
through his Government. We in like manner 
present claims against foreign Governments, 
though they come from private citizens. 

Mr. HOWARD. Thatis the usual course; but 
it may be pursued in another course. 


i 
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Mr. FOSTER. Never. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Michigan 
will bear in mind that they have no claim tn law; 
the only claim they can have is through the dip- 
lomatic representatives of their Government, and 
it is presented precisely as this was to our Gov- 

Of course, the satisfaction of the 
claim in the mode now proposed disposes of it 
forever. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed, 


BRITISIE PRESENT TO A SHIPMASTER. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


ceed to the 


ernment here, 


I now ask the Senate to pro- 
consideration of the joint resolution 
(No, 29) reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. [think it will not occupy any time. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 29) giving the assent of Congress 
to the acceptance of a watch from the British 
Privy Council of Trade by the master of the 
American echooner Highlander was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was read the third time, and 
passed, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the title of the resolution, 

Mr. FOSTER. 


there is 


I am inclined to think 
no necessity for this resolution. 
vessel, | believe, is a private vessel, not a public 
vessel of the United States. 

Mr.SUMNER. ‘There is a message from the 
President of the United States particularly pro- 
posing it and transmivting the corre spondence be- 
tween the Department of State and Lord Lyons 
on the subject. Here is the message of the Pres- 
idk ne: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


[| transmit to Congress the copy ofa correspondence which 


} and no person holding any office of profit or trust under 


| any gift which any foreign Government may think | 


them, shall, withoutthe consent of the Congress, accept of 
any present, emolument, office, or title, of any kind what- 
ever, trom any King, prince, or foreign State.” 

It is only in regard to persons who hold ‘*an 
office of profit or trust under the United States.”’ 
A private citizen—and the commander of a mer- 
chant vessel is but a private citizen—may receive 


| proper to make for meritorious services, or with- 
| out any other cause than their special like for the 


that | 
This | 


bas recently taken place between her Britannie Majesty’s 
minister accredited to this Government and the Secretary | 
tate, in order that the expediency of sanctioning the 


acceptance by the master of the American schooner High- 
lander of a present of a watch which the lords of the com 
mittee of her Majesty’s Privy Council for trade propose to 
present to him, tar 
to the crew of the British vessel Pearl, may be taken into 
consideration. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 


Wasutneton, February 22, 1804. 


Then follows a letter from Lord Lyonsto Mr. 

Seward: 
Wasninoton, February 15, 1864. 

Sir: T have the honor to transmit to you herewith a copy 
of a dispatch addressed by order of the lords of the com 
mittee of her Majesty’s Privy Council for trade to her Ma- 
jesty’s consul at New York, requesting him to ascertain 
whether there would be any objection on the part of the 
United States Government to the receipt by the master of 
the American schooner Highlander of a present of a waich 
which their lordships propose to present to him in reecogni- 
tlon of services rendered by him to the crew of the British 
vessel Pearl. 

I beg of you to be 


nroper thi 
| perautt 


so good as to submit this matter to the 
for decision, and to intorm me of the re- 
sult, in order that it may be communicated to the Board of 
Trade. 

[ have the honor to be, 
ir, your most obedient, humble servant, 


rity 


LYONS. 


Hon, WitiiaM IL. Sewarpn, ¥c., \'c., Fe. 


Then follows a letter from the Board of Trade 
addressed to her Maj sty’s consulat New York; 
and next is Mr. Seward’s reply under date of 
Washington, February 20, 1864, in which, after 
setting furth the application of Lord Lyons, he 
says: 

* In reply T have the honor to state that by the Constitu 
tion of the United States, as your lordship is doubtlessly 
aware, the power to give the required permission in such 
cases is exclusively vested in Congress ; and that a copy of 
your note and of its accompaniment, together with a copy 
of this reply, will accordingly be submitted for the consid- 
eration of that body.*’ 

These are the facts. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, my impression 
sull is that the Highlander is a private vessel, a 
merchant vessel of the United States, nota pub- 
lic vessel, 
as to accepting such presents only applies to per- 
sons holding an office of profit or trust under the 
United States, The prohibition is in the ninth 
section of the first article of the Constitution, and 
the provision is this: 


Set eer ead 


That ia my belief; and the difficulty | 


‘cognition of services rendered by him 


with the highest consideration, | 


individual. Ido not think there isany necessity 
for the joint resolution at all. 
Mr. SUMNER. It can dono hurt, however. 
Mr. GRIMES. 


embark in this kind of legislation without any 


| necessity for it, there is no telling where it will 








| 
| 


end. I notice by the newspapers that three gen- 
tlemen in New York have just received presents 
and been knighted, I believe, by the King of Italy 


for some service they are supposed to have ren- | 


dered to an Italian vessel a short time ago in the 


neighborhood of New York. I think it is wholly | 
useless to take up our time or tocumber our jour- | 
nals or the laws with the passage of acts of this | 
| description that are wholly unnecessary. I there- 


fore trust that we shall not set the example here 
now. Probably the Secretary of State, as the vessel 


is denominated in the dispatch from Lord Lyons | 
| ** the United States vesset Highlander,’’ without 


examining the Naval Register to see whether we 
had any such vessel, jumped to the conclusion 
that she was not a commercial vessel but a war 


vessel, and upon that hypothesis has called for | 
legislation here in order to enable the commander | 
Upon an ex- | 


of that vessel to accept this watch. 
amination of the Register I find that we have no 
such vessel and have not had any such vessel in 


our service, and on an examination of the Consti- | 
tution by the Senator from Connecticut, it seems | 


that there is no necessity for the passage of any 
such law fora commercial vessel; and | think we 
had better let the bill drop. 

Mr. SUMNER. [am inclined to agree with 
the statement made by the two Senators in ref- 
erence to the law, but I assume that the applica- 
tion of the Secretary of State, sanctioned by the 


President, was made with a knowledge of the | 
I assume that they knew the law also as | 


facts. 
the Senators know it. 

Mr.CLARK. Will the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations permit me to make 
a suggestion, that he allow the voteto be recon- 
sidered, and then let the resolution lie on the table? 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about tocome to that. 
I was going to say that I assumed that the Sec- 
retary of State knew the facts in the case, and also 
the law. It is notorious that there are merchant 
vessels of the United States at this momentin the 
service of the United States. 

Mr.GRIMES. But we haye thenamesof them. 
I have here the names of all vessels in the service 
of the United States, and there is no such vessel 
mentioned there. 

Mr.SUMNER. Itoccurred to me that proba- 
bly this was a merchant vessel in the service of 
the United States 

Mr. GRIMES. I presume that isthe way the 
mistake originated; the Secretary of State so sup- 
vosed, 

Mr.SUMNER. And therefore the masterwas 
to a certain extent an officer of the United States, 
so that he would come under the constitutional 
prohibition. However, | am perfectly willigg 
that the joint resolution should lie over. 

The vote on the passage of the joint resolution 
was reconsidered. 


Mr. CLARK. 





I now move that it lie on the 


table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move that the Senate 
take up (he joint resolution to continue the pay- 
ment of bounties. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will give way for a moment, I should like to 
ask the courtesy of the Senate to take up a bill 
with a view to make it a special order for some 


| day next week, 


Mr. WILSON. Very well. 
Mr. BROWN. There is a bill on the table in 


I move to reconsider the vote | 
by which the joint resolution was passed. If we | 








regard to the equalization of the pay of colored | 


* Notitle of nobility shall be granted by the United States; || oops to which anamendment was offered by the | 
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Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Henpverson,} and 
subsequently an amendment was laid on the table 
to be offered by myself, 1 desire to make some 
remarks on that bill. 1am not able to do go to. 


day; but I should like to take it up and make jt 





the special order for some day next week, sa 
Tuesday, if that will meet the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Thebill to which the Senator 
refers, I think, lies on the table. It is the bill to 
encourage enlistments. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator desires to take 
up that bill merely with a view to assign a day 
on which he can address the Senate upon it,I have 
no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
entertain the motion, if there be no objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 41) to promote enlist- 
ments in the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The question now pend- 
ing on that bill is on an amendment offered ) 
myself, | believe. I desire to know if that is so, 

The V{CE PRESIDENT. That is the pend- 
ing question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My colleague has offered 
an amendment to the bill, which perhaps in the 
present condition of the billand amendments would 
not be in order. He desires to address the Sen- 
ate, as | understand, upon the amendment which 
he has moved to have printed, and in order that 
he may be permitted to address the Senate upon 
that subject, I will withdraw the amendment that 
I offered to the bill for the time being. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
do that with the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, the yeas and nays having been ordered upon 
it. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and the amend- 
ment js withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWN. I now offer the amendment 
that was presented by me on the 10th of Febru- 
ary last, with the exception of the last section, 
which is no longer necessary in consequence of 
other legislation. The amendment is to strike 
out the third section of the bill, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That the proclamation 
of the President, of January 1, 1863, declaring all persons 
held as slaves within certain designated States and parts 
of States then in rebellion against the Government of the 
United States to be thereatter free, be, and the same is here 
by, confirmed and made of full effectas law 3; and all courts 
ot justice are required to recognize the same, and all per 
sons declared to be free by the said proclamation, or by this 
act or any subsequent act of Congress, shall be entitled to 
sue and be sued and give evidence in all courts of justice 
as other citizens. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and alter 
the passage of this act there shall be neither slavery nor 
involuntary servitude in any of the States or ‘Territories ot 
the United States otherwise than in punishment forcrime, 
whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, any law, 


| usage, custom, or claim to the contrary notwithstanding; 


but all persons shall be held to be born free. 

I ask that the bill may be made the special or- 
der for Tuesday next at one o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri moves to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill till Tuesday next, and to make 
it the special order for that day at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, two thirds of the 
Senate concurring therein, 


PAYMENT OF BOUNTIES. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to continue 
the payment of bounties. It directs that the boun- 
ties authorized to be paid under existing laws, 
and by regulations and orders of the War Depart- 
ment, to veterans reénlisting or persons enlisting 
in the regular or volunteer service of the United 
States for three years or during the war, shall 
continue to be paid from March 1, 1864, to April 
1, 1864, anything in any law or regulation to the 
contrary notwithstanding; the bounties to be paid 
out of any moneys already appropriated for such 


purposes. 

Mr. WILSON. This joint resolution was re- 
committed to the Committee on Military A ffuirs 
for the purpose of ascertaining the views of the 
War Department in regard to it. I send to the 
Chair a letteraddressed to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs by the Secretary of War, which | 
ask to have read. 








1864, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The letter will be 
read. - r 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Wark DevartrMenrt, 
Wasuineton Crry, March 2, 1864. 


Sir: Your note of this date, requesting mny views re 
garding joint resolution No. 41 of the House of Represent- | 
atives, to continue the payment of bounties, &c., has just | 
been received, and in reply L have the honor to state: 

First. That in my opinion the requisite troops can be 
raised more expeditiously by continuing the payment ot 
bounties to the Ist of April than by any other means. 

Second. That at present great exertions are being made 
in the several States to raise their quotas by volunteers, so 
as to avoid a draft, the people preferring that method of 
furnishing troops. 

Third. ‘That General Burnside, General Hancock, and 
State Legislaturesand Executives are earnestly requesting 
the continuance of the bounties until the Ist of April. 

Fourth. That in my opinion the joint resolution of the 
House is wise and judicious, and that its speedy passage 
by the Senate would greatly promote the public welfare, 
and strengthen the military foree more quickly and effi- | 
ciently than can be accomplished in any other mode. 

Your obedient servant, 

EDWIN M. STANTON, 
* Secretary of War. 
Hon. Henry Witson, Chairman Committee on Military 


THE 


| the facts as | understand them. 


Affairs, United States Senate. | 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


LAND GRANT TO A MINNESOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I now move that the Senate 
postpone all prior orders and proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 31, making a grant | 
of land to the Lake Superior and Mississippi 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There will not certainly 
be time to consider that bill in the morning hour. 
There are questions involved in it which will re- 
quire examination and consideration. I desire, | 
will state to my friend from Minnesota, to have 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands, for the purpose of considering the remon- 
strances which have been presented and the facts 
which will be presented to the committee bearing 
on the propriety of this legislation. I hope my 
friend from Minnesota will consent to allow this 
bill to go to the Committee on Public Lands to be 
considered there; otherwise we shall have the 
matter to be considered here in open Senate. I 
prefer that the committee should first consider it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should be very glad to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Wisconsin, but 
really | have several times waived the opportu- 
nity of getting up this bill. The remonstrances 
of the citizens of Wisconsin can be brought di- | 
rectly to the attention of the Senate. I think it 
is very unusual in the Senate to recommit a bill 
simply because there may be a remonstrance 
against it. I respectfully ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill. It need not 
occupy fifteen minutes of its time. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iam willing to take the 
sense of the Senate on the question of recommit- 
ment. If the bill is to come up for discussion, 
there are a great many facts connected with it 
that will take up some time in the Senate. The 
bill will certainly lead to discussion. 

The VICE PREGJDENT. The question to 
recommit will not arise until the bill is before the 
Senate. The question is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 31) 
making a grantof lands to the Lake Superior and 
Mississippi Railroad Company, in the State of 
Minnesota, to aid in the construction of the rail- 
road of said company from St. Paul to Lake Su- 
perior. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will move that the bill 
be r.committed to the Committee on Public Lands 
for further consideration. In submitting thie mo- 
tion, I will state in a few words to the Senate some 
of the facts as they are presented to me. 

_The bill proposes to make a grant of lands to 
aid in the construction of a road from St. Paul to 
the head of the navigable waters upon Lake Su- 
perior at or near the city of Superior. Congress 
by an act in 1856 granted public lands substan- 
tially over the same route, or a route very nearly 
the same, from Hudson upon the St. Croix river 
to Lake Superior. Hudson is about fiftcen or | 
twenty miles from St. Paul. The point of reach- | 
ing the lake is the same. Fifteen or twenty miles 
apart at the south end with two grants running to 
the same point on Lake Superior at the north end | 





would make these grants substantially grants over 
the same route, commencing twenty miles apart 
and meeting at the same point, or very nearly at 
the same point, upon Lake Superior. ; 
Mr. CARLILE. When was that grant made? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The act passed in 1856, 
I think. 
Mr. CARLILE. 


Have they commenced to 
build the road? 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. On that subject I will state | 


Nearly Lwe nty 
miles of the road have been graded; contracts are 


in existence for the grading of the road, and for | 


the iron to be put upon the road. I cannot person- 
ally state these facts; but lam informed and believe 
that contracts are in operation which will finish 
nearly forty miles of the road within a year from 
this time. 
some years ago. When the war broke out work 
was suspended; but it was renewed last summer, 
and it ig now going on atan expenditure, as [ un- 


v 
derstand, of about two thousand dollars a week. 


The work was commenced on the road | 
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We have, then, about fifteen hundred miles of 
water navigation after we strike the lake. As we 
all know, the difference in cost in favor of that 
transportation is very considerable; itis but two 
or three cents a bushel; whereas on these lines of 
railroad it is from twelve to thirteen cents per ton 
per mile. It is to avoid that system of taxation 
on the part of the railroads eastof us that the peo- 
ple of Minnesota have struggled for this road to 
the lake. In earlier times it was not a matter of 


| so much consequence, because until 1858 we pro- 


I cannot assume to make a statement upon my |! 


personal knowledge of all these facts; but there 
are facts bearing on this question which I think 
should be considered by the Committee on Public 


Lands; and therefore, without going into a full | 


statement of the information which I received on 
the subject, | hope the Senate will allow this ques- 


| tion to go to that committee in order that all the 


real facts may be ascertained and submitted to the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order. 

Mr. RAMSEY, | hope the Senate will permit 
this matter taxbe disposed of now, without re- 
committing it to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Surely there can be no occasion for that. 
objections we are going to encounter from these 
gentlemen in Wisconsin we shall have to meetin 
the Senate again if the bill be recommitted. 


| may as well meet them now. 


The Senator is mistaken in saying that this is 


| substantially the same grant as the one to which 


he alludes. Sir, this has always been a favorite 
enterprise with the people of the State of Min- 
nesota. As early as 1854 the Congress of the 
United States made a grant of land to unite the 
head of the navigable waters of the Mississippi 


All the | 


We | 


| river with the head of navigation upon Lake Su- | 


| perior. 


| at once repealed the bill. 


Within the State of Minnesota the dis- 
tance between the heads of these two great sys- 
tems of navigation is but one hundred and forty 
miles. Some interference with the bill occurred 
in the House of Representatives, and the House 
The company, how- 


| ever, that received the grant at the time thought 


| them. 
|| line of rond was not embraced in the land grants 


they had legal rights under it, and they contested 
those rights for several years in the courts of the 
United States, but finally it was determined against 
That was the reason why this particular 


to Minnesota in 1857. In 1856, when the grant 
was made to the State of Wisconsin, this grant 
was still pending before the courts, and had not 
been passed upon, had not been approved or re- 
jected, but was still in one sense a grant pending. 
Therefore that was a proper objection to the grant 
to Wisconsin rather than an objection to our 


| grant. We were ahead of them in point of time. 
Mr. President, this 1s a matter of vital import- | 


tree million bushels annually. 


ance tous in Minnesota. We have now a sur- 
plas of wheat for transporta‘ion to the East rising 
The roads that 
carry off this wheat for us through Wisconsin, 
down the Mississippi river and through Illinois 
have not sufficient transportation, and they have 


| increased the transit between St. Paul and Mil- | 


| Wisconsin and Illinois. 


waukee to Chicago from twelve and a half cents 
in 1862 to twenty-five cents in this year. This 
is an oppression that our agriculture cannot en- 
dure. We are the furthest inland State of th 
northwestern tier of States. Surely it is of import- 
ance to the Government to give us the readiest fa- 
cilities of getting to market with that large surplus 
of wheat without compelling us to pass through 
One hundred and forty 
miles of this land transit brings us to Lake Supe- 
rior. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator state how, far 
it is from St. Paul to Lake Superior over the Hud- 


; son route? 


| 
i 


Mr. RAMSEY. 


Yes, sir, presently. 


| to Superior, 


duced no surplus of wheat. Since then it hag in- 
creased at an enormousrate. Wedid notship a 
bushel in 1858; we now ship rising three million 
bushelsannually. The Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. Howe] asks me the distance from St. Paul 
It is about one hundred and forty 
mies, 

Mr. HOWE. How far by way of Hudson? 

Mr. RAMSEY. As I have always understood 
—and itis well known in thatcountry; we are per- 
fectly familiar with all this thing there—the other 
road is just across the line inthe State of Wiscon- 
sin. Senators will recollect that. This does not 
come inconflict with that. We ask for no lands 
in his State. This is entirely a Minnesota enter- 
prise. We only ask for the lands within our 
State. The distance from the town of Eludson, 
which isa small village of four or five hundred in- 
habitants on the river St. Croix, aboutthirty miles 
up from the Mississippi river, to Bayfield, which 
portion of the road this company have most at 
heart, is one hundred and eighty miles. From 
Lake Superior to Hudson—which road it is un- 
derstood in that country the Wisconsin company 
never did really contemplate building—would be 
about the same distance as from St. Paul; butthen 
at St. Paul you are upon the Mississippi river at 
the head of the actual navigation of that river. 
That gives the road its importance. ‘This, then, 
is a work of national importance. It unites these 
two great systems of navigation, the lake system 
and the river system. But here we are met in 
search of this, which is no more than our due, by 
the opposition of enterprises in the State of Wis- 
consin that have already had a sufficient indal- 
gence. As I said, they got their grant in 1556, 
and they have not made a mile of road, and we 
never hear of an intention to make a mile of road 
until we attempt to get what is ours. 

The distance, by way either of Milwaukee or 
Chicago, to the East, is greater by two hundred 


and forty miles than it is around by the head of 


the lake. Thenagain we have one hundred miles 


| of lake shore which we have no other way of get- 
} ting to than by this road. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not in the slightest 


| degree object to a railroad route from St. Paul to 


Lake Superior. It is between the Senator and 
myself a question really whether the route from 
St. Paul to Superior is not the better route over 
the very line for which a grant has already been 
made. Persons who are interested jn this railroad 
company and who put their money into it state 
these to be the facts—I desire the committee to 
investigate and see if they are not—that the actual 
line is the best practic al railroad line from St. Paul 
to Lake Superior, that the distance is just about 
the same by either route, that itis a much less 


| expensive line, and it is claimed that a prelimin- 


ary survey over both routes has been made, and 
that the expense of going on this route is less than 
on the one now proposed. 

Mr. President, it is to get these questions to the 
committee, thet the committee may fairly examine 
them, that I make the motion to recommit, not 
that I oppose in the slightest degree the main 
thing for which the Senators from Minnesota 
struggle, and that is that there shall be a railroad 
route from St. Paul to Superior; but L understand 
that from St. Paul to this road there is a land 
vrant over aline some fifteen or twenly miles long; 
I do not remember the distance, but at all events 
connecting with this so as to make a connected 
land grant route from St. Paul to Superior as it 
now stands. Itis to have these facts examined 
in the committee that I make the motion to re- 
commit, that the maps, the estimates, the surveys, 


| and all these matters may be examined by thie 


committee rather than to have it allcome up here 
in the Senate and have a controverty upon tacts. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator is very kind, but 
this matter was very fully gone into by the com- 
mittee. ‘They had the whole subject before them 
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a long time, and we met the opposition of this | 


‘The interests of 
-onsin were presented and 
iin the committee. 

Mr. HOWE Ifthe Senator will allow me, I 
wish to know ifa representative of that company, 
or that district, or of the State of Wisconsin, was 
before the committee? 

Mr. RAMSEY. The chairman of the commit- 
tee will mention. ‘The matter was fully debated 
there, as I understood. 

Mr. HARLAN. There have been no facts or 
principles stated yet in the Senate that were not 
considered in committee when this bill was under 
consideration by the committee. I think, there- 
fore, there is no necessity for recommitting it to 
the committee, 

If the Senators from Wisconsin know of other 
facts that we can hereafter obtain that have not 
been sent to the committee, it might be a reason 
fora reconsideration of the subj ct: but the com- 
mittee have carefully examined the bill and con- 

idered all the principles which he has suggested 

and all the facts, and have made up deliberately 
their report and pre ented it to the Senate. I 
think there is no necessity for recommitting the 
bill to that committee. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOWE. With the indulgence of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, | wish to say that the ques- 
tion is whether any representative of the State of 
Wisconsin orany repre 


rival intereet in the committee. 
this rival road in Wi 


de! if | } 


committee, not what principles or facts were be- 
fore the committee. 


Mr. HARLAN. 


‘There was no hearing before 


the committee of either of the Senators from Wis- | 
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other person engaged in the civil, military, or na- 
val service of the United States, to order, bring, 





keep, or have under his authority or control, any | 
troops or armed men within one mile of the place 


where any gene ral or Spe cial election is held in 
any State of the United States of America, and 
that it shall not be lawful for any officer of the 
Army or Navy of the United States to prescribe 
or fix, or attempt to prescribe or fix, by procla- 
mation, order, or otherwise, the qualifications of 
voters in any State or in any manner to interfere 
with the freedom of any election, or with the ex- 
ercise of the free right of suffrage in any State. 
7 
Any officer of the Army or Navy, or other per- 
son engaged in the civil, military, or naval service 


| of the United States who violates this section is 


' ‘ntative of the interests | 
involved in this other road was heard before the | 


consin, or any other person; but all the facts to | 
which they have alluded were considered on the | 


suggestion of members of the committee, most of 
whom, as the Senator is aware, are western men, 
and conversant with the facts and with the legis- 
lation in the case. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is within the knowledge 
of the Senate, | presume, that the Legislature of 
Minnesota has recently memorialized for this 
grant; that the city ®f St. Paul, to show entire 
confidence in it, and to show that it is no bogus 


enterprise, but that we are really and sincerely in | 


earnest about it, has voted $250,000 to assist in 
the work. The State has also given whatever of 
swamp lands she has received, along the line of 
the road, to it. We feel that our interests there 
would be entirely sacrificed, our agricultural in- 
terests, which are our great interests, unless we 
have this other outlet for our produce. I trust 
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the 
bill, 

Mr. POWELL. I desire that the special order 
may now be called up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky calls for the special order. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I move to postpone the 
special order, and proceed with the consideration 
of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
unless he yi ids it, no other Senator can interpose 
a motion 


Mr. POWELL. I do not yield the floor. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed an enrolled joint resolution (H.R. No. 


tection of overland emigration to the States and 


upon signed by the Vice President. 

MILITARY INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
is before the Senate. it is the bill (S. No. 37) to 
prevent officers of the Army and Navy, and other 
persons engaged in the military and naval service 
of the United States, from interfering in elections 
inthe States. ‘The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. It has been reported 
upon adversely by the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. The first 
section provides that it shall not be lawful for any 


ee an “eek i ian 


Kentucky is entitled to the floor, and therefore, | 


| 
j 
} 
} 
| 





11) to continue the payment of bounties; and an | 
enrolled bill (S. No. 140) to provide for the pro- | 





for eve ry such offense to be liable to indictment 
as for a misdemeanor, in any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction to hear, try, and determ- 
ine cases of misdemeanor, and on. conviction to 
pay a fine of not less than $200, and not exceed- 
ing $20,000, and suffer imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary not less than two nor more than twenty 
years, at the discretion of the court; and any person 
so convicted is moreover to be disqualified from 
holding any office of honor, profit, or trust, under 
the Government of the United States. The bill is 
not, however, to be so construed as to preventany 
officer, soldier, sailor, or marine, from exercising 
the right of suffrage in any election district to 
which he may belong, if otherwise qualified, ac- 
cording to the laws of the State in which he shall 
offer to vote. 

By the second section any officer or person in 
the military or naval service of the United States, 
who shall order or advise, or wh6 shall directly 
or indirectly, by force, threat, menace, intimida- 
tion or otherwise, prevent or attempt to prevent 
any qualified voter of any State from freely exer- 
cising the right of suffrage at any general or spe- 
cial election, or who shall in like manner compel, 
or attempt to compel, any officer of an election in 
any State to receive a vote from a person not 
legally qualified to vote, or who shall impose or 
attempt to impose any rules or regulations for 
conducting such election different from those pre- 
scribed by law, or interfere in any manner with 
any officer of the election in the discharge of his 
duties, is for any such offense to be liable to in- 
dictment as for a misdemeanor, in any court of 
the United States having jurisdiction to hear, try, 
and determine cases of misdemeanor,and on con- 
viction to pay a fine of not exceeding $20,000, and 


| suffer imprisonment in the penitentiary, not ex- 
| ceeding five years, at the discretion of the court, 


and any person so convicted is moreover to be 
disqualified from holding any office of honor, 
profit, or trust under the Governmentof the United 
States. 

Mr. POWELL addressed the Senate in sup- 
port of the bill, but without concluding gave way 
for an adjournment. 

On motion of Mr. HOWE, the Senate ad- 
journed. - 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 3, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannina. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
CAPTAIN J. L. FISK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


| munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


ting, in compliance with resolution of the House, 
the report of Captain J. L. Fisk, of his late expe- 


dition to the Rocky mountains and Idaho; which | 


in ; am i} was laid upon the table, and orde i , 
Territories of the Pacific; and they were there- i . de lered to be printed 


Mr. WINDOM moved that five thousand extra 
copies be printed, 
The SPEAKER. That will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, under the rules. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER. The first question is the 
unfinished business of yesterday, being Court of 
Claims bill. 

Mr. WILSON moved that it be recommitfed 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved that there be 
a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 46, noes 42; the Speaker having 














decided that it did net require a quorum to order 
| a call of the House. 

The roll of the House was then called, when 
the following members failed to answer to their 
names: . ; 

Messrs. William J. Allen, Arnold, Baxter, Blaine, Chan. 
ler, Cox, Cravens, Creswell, Thomas T’. Davis, Dawson, 
Dennison, Donnelly, Edgerton, English, Farnsworth, 
Frank, Gooch, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harding, Benjamin 
G. Harris, Charles M. Harris, Hotchkiss, John H. Hubbard, 
Hurlburd, Philip Johnson, Knapp, Law, Le Blond, Little. 
jobn, Long, Marey, William H. Miller, Morrison, Leonard 
Myers, Noble, Norton, Odell, Orth, Patterson, Perry, Rad 
ford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Edward 4, 
Rollins, Starr, William G. Steele, Upson, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Winfield, Benjamin 
Wood, Fernando Wood, and Yeaman. 

Mr. ELIOT. How many members have an- 
swered to their names? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and twenty. 
five. 

Mr. STILES. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to recommit this bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THOMAS. Upon that I demand the yeas 
| and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, 
Beaman, Bliss, Blow, Boutwell, Brandegee, Broomall, 
James 8. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 
| Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, 
| Dennison, Dixon, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Farns 
worth, Fenton, Garfield, Higby, Hooper, Jobri H. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Or 
lando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, McBride, 
McClurg, Metndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles O'Neill, Pen 
dieton, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Scotield, Shannon, 
Sloan, Smithers, Spalding, Thayer, Tracy, William B. 
Washburn, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and Woodbridge— 
69. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Anderson, 
Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Francis 
P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Boyd, William G. Brown, Chan 
ler, Clay, Coffroth, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, 
Hale, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, Hutch 
ins, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, King, Law, 
Lazear, Mallory, McAllister, McDowell, MeKinney, Mid 
dleton, James R. Morris,Nelson, John O'Neill, Pruyn, Sam 
vel J. Randall, William H. Randall, Rogers, James 8. Rol 
lins, Ross, Scott, Smith, Stebbins, John B. Steele, Stevens, 
Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, Voorhees, Wadsworth, 
Ward, Webster, Whaley, Joseph W. White, and Windom 
—6). 


So the bill was recommitted. 


During the call, 

Mr. ROGERS stated that Mr. Sree e, of New 
Jersey, was absent on account of sickness; that 
if here he would have voted in the negative. 

Mr. THOMAS. Before the resultis announced, 
I would inquire of the Chair whether the previous 
question was not seconded upon the passage of 
the bill before the House adjourned yesterday ¢ 

The SPEAKER. It was not. That isthe rec- 
ollection of the Chair, and he is confirmed by the 
Journal. 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. . 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. rf 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 
The SPEAKER. The next billin order is the 


following bill reported from the same committee 
on the same day with the one just disposed of: 
A bill (H. R. No. 63) supplemental to the laws 
relating to the War Department, and authorizing 
the settlement and payment of certain claims 
against the United States. 
The bill,which was read, provides thatall claims 
for quartermaster’s stores actually furnished to the 
Army of the United States, may be submitted to 
the Quartermaster General of the United States, 
accompanied with such proofs as each claimant 
| can present of the facts in his case; and it shall 
be the duty of the Quartermaster General to cause 
such claim to be examined, and if convinced that 
it is just, and that the stores have deen actually 
| received or taken for the use of said Army, then 
| to report each case to the Third Auditor of the 
| Treasury, with a recommendation for settlement. 
It further provides that all claims for subsistence 
actually furnished to the Army may be submit 








‘| ted to the Commissary General of Subsistence, 
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1864. 
accompanied with such proof as each claimant 
may have to offer; and it shall be the duty of the 
Commissary General of Subsistence to cause each 
claim to be examined, and if convinced that it is 
just, and that the subsistence has been received 
or taken actually for the use of the Army, then to 
report each case for payment to the Third Aud- 
itor of the Treasury with a recommendation for 
settlement. And the action of the Quartermaster 
General and of the Commissary General of Sub- 
sistence, as the case may be, and of the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, shall be final and con- 
clusive upon such claims, which may be paid 
either by special requisition and warrant, or by 
a disbursing officer of the quartermaster and sub- 
sistence departments, as the case’ may be, or as 
may in each case be most proper or convenient; 
and the officers paying shall be relieved from all 
liability for, or on account of, the property so 
paid for. 

Mr. THOMAS. AsI cannot foresee whatcourse 
will be taken by the Committee on the Judiciary 
on the bill which has just been recommitted to it, 
I was about to propose to postpone the bill now 
under consideration to a future day, that we may 
await the report of the Committee on the Judi- 
cary. 

Mr. WILSON. 
before that is done, 

Mr. THOMAS. Before any action of the 
House is invited upon this bill, | desire to move 
a verbal amendment to correct 2 mistake made 
not only by myself, but by the entire Judiciary 
Committee. While the bill was before the com- 
mittee we were vot aware of the fact that the pro- 
visions of this bill are not confined to loyal citi- 
zens. l*move to amend both sections of the bill 
by inserting the words ‘* of loyal citizens”’ after 
the word ** claims,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing to the end thereof the following proviso: 


Provided, That no claim shall be examined, audited, or 
allowed under the provisions of this act unt the claimant 
shall have taken, subscribed, and filed with such claim the 
oath prescribed by an act to prescribe an oath of office, ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, except so much of said oath as relates 
to the discharge of duties of office; and every persou who 
shall falsely take said oath under the provisions of this act 
shall be liable to the penalties prescribed by the act of July 


2, 1862. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman, as I under- 
stand, proposes in the Committee on the Judiciary 
to separate the bill which wasa few minutes since 
recommitted to that committee, and to report a 
bill from the committee providing for the repeal 
of the law which gives jurisdiction to our Court 
of Claims in cases of this character, and to add to 
it sections equivalent to the bill we have now under 
consideration, I would therefore very much pre- 
fer for myself, individually—it is for other gentle- 
men to decide for their constituents—that we should 
not act separately upon the bill now before the 
House, but that we should either recommit it, as 
we did the other bill, to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, or postpone its consideration until the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary shall have acted on the 
subject already recoramitted to it. I have stated 
before, and I now reiterate, that I cannot, under 
any circumstances, with a just regard for the 
rights of those I represent here, vote to deprive 
the Court of Claims of its jurisdiction under the 
existing law in all these cases, unless at the same 


I have an amendment to offer 


time and in the same law the House proposes to | 


substitute for that tribunal some other to hear and 
determine these matters; because, Mr. Speaker, 
we have a coérdinate branch of the Legisiature, 
and itmight happen that the Senate would pass 
one bill and reject the other; and in that case we 
of this House, who have now a tribunal before 
which our constituents may present their claims 
and have a fair chance of trial, would be in a very 
awkward dilemma indeed. We should have con- 
sented to take away from the Court of Claims all 
power over this subject, without substituting any 
Other tribunal whatever. 

I state to the House that from the western 
boundary of the District of Columbia to the base 
of the Alleghany mountains, and all along the 


northern boundary of Maryland, from one end to | 
the other, the armies of the United States, not | 


the enemy—we are not proposing to pay for the 
depredations of the enemy, but the armies of the 
United States, the officers of the Army of the 
United. Statgs—have swept bare all that region 
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| 

| taking away from the Court of Claims jurisdic- 
| 


| of country of all its crops on hand and almost 
| all its live stock, and to that extent they have 
saved the Secretary of the Treasury the necessity 
of issuing a currency to pay for these supplies 
| that must have been had elsewhere. The Rep- 
| resentatives of those people will agri e to no pro- 
| ceeding of this body that leaves us at the mercy 
of the Senate. I do not know how the Senate 
would act. I hope they would act mercifully. 
But it is our duty, as the immediate representa- 


tives of the people, not to leave it optional with | 


the Senate to adopt the one bill and reject the 
other. The subjects are kindred. They belong 
to one and the same bill. 


ported, proposing to take away jurisdiction from 
the Court of Claims, and add one or two words to 
it, and then my bill belongs toit. Ifthe chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee will signify now be- 
fore the House that in the Judiciary Committee 
he proposes to connect the two bills, I shall be 
satisfied. 

Mr. SPALDING. 
way to me to enable me to move to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary? 


Mr. THOMAS. Not at this moment. If, I 


repeat, the chairman of the Committee on the || 


Judiciary will signify a willingness on his part to 
couple these two measures in the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and report them as kindred meas- 
ures to be voted on at the same time, | shall my- 
self very cheerfully agree to send this bill where 
the other bill has been sent. 

The SPEAKER. Before the debate progresses, 


the Chair will call the attention of gentlemen to | 
the rule which prescribes that a motion to post- | 


pone admits of a very limited debate. 

Mr. WILSON. I merely desire to say in re- 
ply to the question of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. ‘Tuomas,} that | do not think it proper 


. ! 
to state in the House what my action may here- | 


after be in the Committee on the Judiciary. I 


Will the gentleman give | 
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therefore, sir, and for that reason, decline to an- | 


swer the gentleman’s question. 


3ut | would ask | 


the gentleman what objection he can have to hav- 


ing this bill acted on now? 

Mr. THOMAS. I have explained that, or at 
least [ supposed that I had superseded any neces- 
sity for such an inquiry as that. 
myself understood upon that point. | explained 
that we are not willing to send to the Senate a bill 


tion in these cases without substituting some other 


tribunal, thus leaving ourselves at the mercy of 


I tried to make | 


the Senate, taking away the only remedy that our | 


people now have, without at the same time coup- 


ling it with a proposition to give them some other | 


tribunal for the trial of their claims. 


Mr. WILSON. 


My suggestion is that this 
bill shall be acted on now. { have no doubtthat 


it can be passed, and then the gentleman’s con- 


stituents will havea remedy in addition to the one |, 


they now have. 
Mr. THOMAS. A man must bea very young 


proposition. 


Senate? Let the gentleman then delay action in 


Would we not send this bill to the | 


this House on the other bill proposing to take | 


away jurisdiction from the Courtof Claims until 
the Senate has sanctioned the other measure. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Mary- 
land introduced this bill as a separate measure. 
He did not couple it with the bill reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
this House, Mr. Speaker, to ascertain, by a sort 
of absorption or electricity, what is going on in 
the mind of the gentleman in regard to this mat- 


parliamentarian indeed not to see the error of that 
| ter; and I soon found out that | would not put 


| the recommitment of this bil. 


or 
925 


be for the Senate to decide whether it will pass 
the bill in its entirety or reject it in its entirety, 
In the latter event the claimants will be left with 
the wretched chance they have in the Court of 
Claims. 

I do not like to occupy so much of the time of 
the House. I thought yesterday that l had made 
myself thoroughly understood on this subject. 

I now withdraw my proposition to postpone, 
and move to recommit this whole matter to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Then we will be 
able to see what is the final disposition not only 


| of the committee, but of the House also. 
It is only necessary to || 
: eer 
alter the caption or title of the bill originally re- 


Mr. KING. 1 have an amendment which I 
desire to offer, that it may be sent with the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit 
will prevent the offering of the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. Speaker, | object to 
L think thatifthe 
whole matter were distinctly understood by the 


| House, the House would concur in the opinion 


that the bill now before it ought to be passed now. 
It should be borne in mind that the bill which has 
just been recommitted is a combination of three 
bills, two of which were reported to the House 
from the Judiciary Committee, and one reported 
| from the Committee of Claims. The bill now un- 
der consideration is the second of the bills re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘That 
committee agreed unanimously that this billought 
to pass. With the amendment suggested or 
moved by the chairman, the committee is ready 
to sustain this bill, as faras I know, in the belief 
that it 1s due to claimants against the Government 
that theyshallhave some ready, efficient,and cheap 
means of securing payment of their claims. 

The third part of this bill, which has been re- 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
was originally reported by the Committee of 
Claims. It is No. 212 in the orders of the House, 
and is a measure originating in an investigation 
of which the Judiciary Committee is entirely ig- 
norant. ‘The Committee of Claims has reported 
that bill, and is undoubtedly ready to explain and 
defend it. But the Committee on the Judiciary 
neither is to-day ready to explain and defend it, 
nor will it be when the bill shall have been re- 
turned to this House. It would seem that, in the 
ordinary course of business, we should have acted 
on the short bill limiting the jurisdiction of the 
, Court of Claims, and then have acted on the bill 
| now before the House. But the gentleman from 
Maryland, acting, | have no doubt, under the 
euidance of his sense of what is proper and right, 
but with a degree of disingenuousness which I 
cannot commend here or elsewhere, did attempt 
in the House, and succeeded in, the combination 
| of two bills which were distinet in themselves, 
which had not been considered together by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which relate to dif- 
ferent matters,and which,in my judgment, should 
have been kept separate. They have gone back 
to the Judiciary Committee coupled with the bill 
reported by the Committee of Claims. Now, un- 
less the Committee on the Judiciary be expected 
to investigate this matter, already investigated by 
the Committee of Claims, it cannot be expected 


| to report in favor of the passage of that part of 


I have been long enough in | 


my foot into a trap of that character; and I warn | 


soon discovered that if we first send one and then 
send another of these bills tothe Senate, the Sen- 
ate might think proper to reject one and to pass 
the other. I want to have these measures con- 
nected. _ I think their subjects are kindred. ‘The 
question is, will you give a judicial trial to these 


claimants, or will you repudiate your debts? If 


you intend to give them a judicial trial, and if the 
Court of Claims be not the proper tribunal, sub- 
stitute another. If the House be of opinion that 
in fairness there ought to be another substituted, 
| let these measures be kept together, and let them 
| be sent in that form to the Senate. 


gentlemen around me not to fall into it either. I 


| the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland, bill No, 212. 

It would seem to me, in order to relieve this 
House and the Committee onthe Judiciary from 
all disagreeable entanglement, that we should act 
now on this bill, which provides ways and means 
by which a certain class of creditors can secure 
the adjudication and payment of their claims, 
The gentleman from Maryland originated that 
measure. ‘The Committee on the Judiciary agreed 
with him that it oughtto be reported and passed. 

| We are ready to do what we can in this House 
to secure the passage of it; and there ts no rea- 
son why a measure proposing to take from the 
Court of Claims certain jurisdiction should be 
connected with a measure to audit and pay just 
claims against the Government. And I take it 
that the other legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment has a right to judge of these measures se)- 
arately. : 

Mr. Speaker, if the measure now before the 
House has not merit enough in itself to command 
the approbation of this House and the Senate, 

| then the presumption is that it ought notto pass; 


It will then || and to couple it witha measure which, in the judg- 
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ment of anybody, has more merit, 18 an apparent 


indirection. The Committee on the Judiciary, 
not upposing that there was any thtention to 
connes se two bills,expected to maintain each 


( own meri ‘They attempted to do so. 
ww there 18 an opp rtunity to do that which 
jt is meritorious, as I think. 

o. 232, which did not originate in the Commit- 
tee on the Jediciary, the result ofan investigation 


A 


done. 


ought to ve 


of which that committee was entirely ignorant, 
and coming from the Committee of Claims, it 
would seem that that committee, having knowl- 
edge of the facts, should have the management of 
their own bill; and | am opposed to the recom- 
mitment, and hope that this House will pass on 
i measure 

Mr. STEVEN I must beg leave to differ 

rely from the views of the gentleman from 

Massachusetts, ([Mr. Bourweti.] The House 
has already acted on the bill from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which was to take away juris- 
diction from the Court of Claims, by committing 
to that committee two sections for the adjustment 
of these claims, and allowing the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims to be abolished on condition 
of creating other tribunals to adjust the claims of 
citizens who have suffered by this war. Now, | 
while I have great doubts as to the propriety of 
depriving the Court of Claims—for | know of no 
reason why they are not to be trusted as weil as 
any other tribunal, taking away from the House | 
the vast labor that court was created to remove 
from this Llouse—while 1 know of no such ne- 
cessity, yet Lam willing, if it is thought proper, 
to remove and transfer that jurisdiction some- 
where else; but Lam not willing to take it away 
unless itis coupled with an act creating another | 
tribunal to try all questions which are legitimately 
triable before any of the tribunals of the country. 
J am not willing to try one by itself; to pass one, | 
and then to trust to luck to have something substi- | 
tuted in its stead. And Ll cannot understand the | 
zeal with which gentlemen, who say they are | 
willing to pass this, are opposed to connecting 
them together, so that one may be dependentupon | 
the other. Ido not suspect a trick, but I may | 
suspect an accident, and that when one is passed | 
there will be no such thing as passing the other, | 
Therefore until l know what the Committee on | 
the Judiciary are to report back to us 1 am not | 
willing to pass this one. 

I hold it to be the duty of the Committee on 
the Judiciary to put into shape the instructions 
of the House in those two bills; not to cut them 
off, not to alter them, but to put them into a bet- 
ter shape. ‘The House, as clearly as can be, by | 
a considerable majority, amended the bill by two 
amendments; and I hold it to be unworthy of the 
action of the committee afterwards to ignore that 
action of the House and cut off theseamendments. 

I understand the gentleman from Maryload 
moves to commit, 

Mr. THOMAS. I do. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope it will be done, and 
that we shall not spend another day upon this 
question. I demand the previous question. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the bill and amendments were 
recemmitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KING. IL havea proposition similar to 
that of the gentleman from 
‘Tuomas,} and | ask that it may also be referred | 
to the committee with the bill. 1 want to get the | 

| 





proposition before the committee. 
No objection being made, the paper was re- 
ferred as requested. | 
Mr. HOLMAN. lIask that an amendment I 
intend to offer to this bill may also be referred to | 
the committee, 
‘The amendment was so referred. | 
' 
' 


REPORT OF GENERAL GRANT. 
Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced the following resolution; which, under the 


Resolved, ‘That there be printed for the use of the mem- 4 
bers of this House ten thousand copies of the report of 


General U. 5. Grant, in addition to the number heretofore | 
printed, 


INTERNAL REVENUE STATEMENT, 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported back the following resolution: | 
Resolved, That two thousand copies of the tabular state 


ment of inoneys received from internal duties, as required | 


by the thirty-third section of the one hundred and nine- 
teenth chapter of the Statutes of 1862, be printed for the 
use of the ‘Treasury Department. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. 
read at the @lerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Orrice SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC PRINTING, 
Wasuinectron, March 2, 1564. 

Dear Sir: The House ordered six thousand copies of 
the report of Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the use 
of the House, and one thousand for the use of Internal 
Kevenue office. The type has been distributed, and, be- 
ing nearly all rule and figure, it will cost a good deal of 
money to reset it; and besides, such is the pressure of other 
work. it cannot be done for some months. 

Why not give the Department another thousand from the 
number ordered for the House ? 
Yours, respectfully, JOHN D. DEFREES, 
Superintendent Public Printing. 


Hon. A. W. Crark, Chairman Committee on Printing, 
Washington, District of Columbia. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. I now move that there 
be furnished to the Internal Revenue Bureau two 
thousand copies of that document out of the six 
thousand ordered to be printed for the use of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote last taken; and also moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed sixty thousand additional 
agricultural reports for 1862—fifty thousand for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and ten thousand for the use 
of the Agricultural Departinent. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. The committee were 
induced to offer this resolution in consequence of 
there being one hundred thousand less copies 
printed last year than are ordinarily printed of 
that document. ‘They did that last year knowing 
that the work was to be stereotyped, and with the 
hope that paper would be cheaper this year than 
when they took that action last year. Now the 
Committee on Printing have seen fit in conse- 
quence of the great demand for that document to 
introduce a resolution to print fifty thousand more 


. . = | 
for the use of the House, and ten thousand for | 
the use of the Department. | trust the resolution || 


will be adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


| know how difficult it is to resist an 
appropriation of this kind, 


stituents more, perhaps, than any other. I fully 
concede its merits; and its merits this year I be- 


lieve are as great as they ever have been, perhaps || 
| more. 
| ation, and the immense calls of the Treasury upon | 
| us, so that in a sane Moment we went for a mo- || 


Sut last year we had the pressure of tax- 


tion of economy. Now we are called upon to re- 


| verse our whole position upon this subject, and to 
| pass a resolution which will call upon us for an 


Maryland, [Mr. || 


expenditure equal to whatit would have been had 
we ordered the printing of the whole number last 
year. 

Mr. A. W.CLARK. Thegentleman will allow 
me to'correct him. He hasstated that the num- 
ber now proposed to be printed will cost as much 
as one hundred thousand copies would have cost 
last year. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


| cause paper is higher now than it was last year. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. 
same, 
Mr. MORRILL. 


additional copies now proposed by the Committee 


The paper costs the 


I desire to call the attention | 
| of the House fora single moment to this question | 
| of printing. 
The work that is to 

be printed is one that is called for by our con- | 


I submit a letter to be | 








That is my judgment, be- | 


So far as the sixty thousand 


| on Printing ave concerned, we are asked to back out | 


of the position we took last year. Now I am free 
to say uf twenty thousand copies were printed for 
my use in my own district, the number would not 


supply and satisfy the desire of my people. We | 
| cannot print so many but what we should find a | 
rules, was referred to the Committee on Printing: | 


large number of our constituents dissatisfied be- | 
cause they have not got a copy of the document. 


All feel an equal interest in the work; nearly allare 
equally worthy, and al! feel equally entitled to it. 


But it is manifestly impossible that the Govern- | 
ment should supply this work to this extent, and | 
equally so for any member to make the distribu- | 


uuon. 
I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
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we have the largest printing establishment in the 
whole country and perhaps in the world, and yet 
we are by our lavish and extravagant use of iton 
the very verge of breaking itdown. Why, sir, 
we ordered the other day ten thousand extra 
copies of the diplomatic correspondence of the 
Secretary of State—a~ document of unusual inter. 
est—which | understand cannot be printed for 
months, and may have to be sent to New York 
to be printed, if printed at all. 

Bushee Mites aliedaitidittls the Public Printer ig 
about to call upon us to enlarge our printing 
establishment, to increase the buildings, to buy 
more machinery; and | say to the House that it 


| is due to ourselves and to the country that we 


should exercise some economy, some self-denial, 
on this subject of printing. 

I know that we are able, under the present sys- 
tem of doing the work ourselves, to printa much 
larger amount of work than we could do under 
the old contract system. But what are the facts 
under the present system? Why, sir, last year 
we appropriated $540,000, in round numbers, for 
the public printing office, and at the present ses- 
sion a bill has been reported for a ddbteacs of 
over six hundred and fifty thousand dollars; und 
that does not comprise all the deficiency, for since 
that bill was reported further deficiencies have 
been found and are asked for. 

To be sure, we stopped the other day one small 
job for the printing of a dictionary of Congress; 
and I desire the members of the House to under- 
stand this fact, that by a law of Congress already 
on the statute-book, any books printed for their 
own use the cost must be deducted from their pay. 
There are other jobs coming up here in relation to 


| the printing of books, and I regard this a8 the best 
| point at which to oppose any further extravagant 


| ments published by Congress. 


expenditures for printing, because I consider this 
the most meritorious of the whole list of docu- 
If we can curtail 


| this, we can of course stop the less worthy. 


I trust that the House will not vote for any fur- 


_ ther increase of the labors of the public printing 


office, and will vote down this proposition, If 
there were reasons for economy last year, those 
reasons remain in full force this year. We had 
better save $50,000 than add that much to our 
tax bills. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK resumed the floor. 

Mr. STEELE, of-New York. Will my col- 
league yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. I must decline to yield 
just now, as I wish to correct a statement made 
by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I would ask the gentleman 
to state the facts—I could not hear them when he 
stated them before—as to the number printed this 
year, and the number printed last year, and also 


| as to the number furnished to the Department last 


year, and the number proposed to be furnished 
this year. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. 


In answer to the inqui- 


| ries of the gentleman from Illinois, [ will state 


that last year the committee reported in favor of 
printing only one hundred thousand copies of the 
agricultural report, whereas the House usually 
printed two hundred thousand copies. That was 


| done by the committee not so much with a view 


of economizing on the whole amount, but at that 


| time we knew that the work would be stereo- 


typed, and we thought that at a later period it 
might be printed much more cheaply, because 
paper was then very high. The committee find, 
however, that paper remains now at much the 
same rate, and therefore they have seen fit to au- 
thorize me to report in favor of printing one half 
of the number of copies usually ordered of this 
document, and which were not provided for last 
session. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
thousand dollars. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. 
Mr. MORRILL. That will be about thirty- 


five thousand dollars. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. In answer to the re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Vermont, I 
will state that the printing for the legislative de- 
partment of the Government has been consider- 
ably curtailed; and the immense amount of the 
public printing is due to the fact that the prinung 
for the Executive Departments has been largely 
increased owing to the war. , 


It will costabout thirty-five 


About seventy cents @ 
co 
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Mr. LOVEJOY. Will the gentleman please 
state how many copies of the report the Depart- 
ment usually has, and how many they are to have 
now? 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. They have ordinarily 


had twenty-five thousand copies. They now ask | 
I will yield now for a brief | 


for ten thousand, 
period to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
STEELE. ] 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morritt,] who is so anxious to 
economize upon this matter of the public print- 
ing, the best way to do it is to strike at the root 


of this monstrous evil that has grown up here, | 


which is the franking privilege. If the gentleman 
will introduce a bill to abolish the franking priv- 
and he will find at least one member upon this 
side of the House to go with him. 


If there is anything which the people want of | 


this enormous amount of trash which is printed 
here in Washington it is this agricultural report. 
And if the excuse for this enormous expenditure, 
based upon the franking privilege, is to be justi- 
fied upon the idea of distributing things to the 
people, then I say this agricultural report, which 
is almost the only thing that the people do read 
and do ask for, is about the last place where the 
genteman from Vermont should begin his very 
nice ideas Of small economy. Therefore, sir, I 
hope that this report of the Committee on Print- 
ing will be adopted, and that these sixty thousand 
copies will be printed. That will supply to some 
extent the demand for this really valuable public 
document, 


Mr.GRINNELL. Mr. Speaker, I was pleased 


with the remarks of the gentleman from Vermont? 


ilege he wer peenets economy to some purpose, | 





in regard to the retrenchment of our printing bills; | 


but | was surprised that he, as a farmer—one of 
the few farmers on this floor—should not be ar- 
dently in favor of furnishing the farmers of this 
country with that information which they desire 
—that contained in this agricultural report. 

It is my opinion, sir, that we should rather 
curtail the distribution of those military reports 
that only tell us how battles were lost, and not 
how battles are won or are to be. I think it 
would be much more becoming of us to cut down 


the publication of the reports of these military | 


candidates, these presidential candidates, and fur- 
nish the people, instead of them, with informa- 
tion concerning the products of mother earth, the 
source of all our material prosperity. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
speaks of presidential candidates and military 
candidates. I wish to know what he means by 
‘military candidates’? in contradistinction to 
‘‘ presidential candidates?”’ 

Mr. GRINNELL. I mean the military can- 
didates for the Presidency. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the gentleman mean 
General Grant? 


morning to be printed. 


The gentleman from lowa | 


His report was proposed this | 


Mr. GRINNELL. General Grant is the can- | 


didate for military position only, indorsed by the 


people who are for putting down the rebellion. | 


The candidate of the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Matiory] isa man who has been dead a 
number of months. 


Mr. MALLORY. Who is that? 


Mr.GRINNELL. Why, General McClellan, | 


[Laughter. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


sir, alive man, [Laughter.] 


McClellan is a live man, 


Mr.GRINNELL. The proposition here, sir, | 


Is toexpend—how much? One mill to each of 
the people of the loyal States, for the purpose of 


disseruinating information upon national agricul- | 


ture; about one fiftieth part of the cost of the 


geutleman’s cigar which he smoked this morning, | 


or of his glass of 


frog; 
grog; 
{Laughter. } 


untaxed grog at that. 


If there has been anything brought before Con- | 


gress that commends itself to the judgment of | 


those who represent farmers on this floor, it is 
this. We have never had so full and able an ag- 
ricultural report us the one just issued. That is 
the unanimous verdict upon it. Let it be dis- 
seminated among the people. One tenth of the 
farming population of my district have gone to the 
war, et us show those who have remained be- 
hind how they can best till the soil, how they can 
Promote prosperity in the midst of our troubles. 


| 
| 








} uency. 


| hope the resolution will be adopted. It is due 
to the farmers ofthe country, and myself, identified 
with them, a Representative of a farming constit- 
l ask that this number of the report be 
If the gentleman from Vermont desires 
to enforce economy, Ll repeat let him commence 
on the reports of these military gentlemen, not on 
the agricultural report. 
Mr. STROUSE. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
amend the resolution by striking out‘ sixty thou- 


printed, 


sand copies,’’ and inserting ** one hundred thou- | 


sand copies.’’ 


The SPEAKER, That motion is not in order, 
the floor being in possession of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. A. W. Crark,] who yields 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STROUSE. Then I will speak briefly to 
the resolution. Butif the gentleman from New 


York will consent to permit me to offer this amend- | 


ment, I will feel obliged to him. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK. Not at present. 
Mr. STROUSE. I beg leave to say that I feel 


some surprise that there should be any opposi- | 


tion from any source in this House to the propo- 
sition made for the publication of sixty thousand 
copies of the agricultural report. If this oppo- 
sition to the printing of this necessary and useful 


book springs from any principle of economy, it | 


is the more surprising, and is very much, indeed, 
like saving at the spigot and letting run at the 
bung. We have voted willingly millions on mil- 
lions for all sorts of matiers and things, appro- 
priations for every Department and sub-depart- 
ment and subdivision of the Government. 


Sir, we are asked to vote nearly $100,000,000 | 


to cover deficiencies, and I suppose that it will 
be done, because these debts must be paid. 

Mr. Speaker, | agree with my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Sreeve,] that of all the books, pam- 
phlets, and—I may use his term—** trash”? print- 
ed at Washington city for circulation, there is noth- 
ing, | do not care what other document it may be 
in usefulness and positive value, equal to 4his re- 
port of the Agricultural Department; and [ may 
say in passing that we have never had one equal 





to the present book, one as well prepared, by the | 


efficient superintendent of the Agricultural De- 
partment, Hon. Isaac Newton. 

Let me remind gentlemen when they talk of 
taxes that the majority of the people who pay 
them and support this Government, that the men 
from whom revenue is derived, are the men for 
whose use and benefit these books are sought to be 
printed and circulated. Itis the agricultural pop- 
ulation of the country, the bone and sinew of the 
land, the foundation and essence of our national 
strength, desire and insist on having this report. 
We as their servants cannot resist so just a de- 
mand. 

We must bear in mind that agriculture is the 
cause of the prosperity of both commerce and 
manufactures. i 
trunk of the tree, while manufacture and com- 
merce are the twigs and leaves. What is com- 
merce without agriculture? Whatis manufacture 
withoutagriculture?) Whatcountry can be pros- 
perous without agricultare ? 
tural, manufacturing, and commercial people. 
The larger part of our people are agriculturists 
and producers, tillers of the soil, and upon this 
great interest every other class depends. 

Notwithstanding these facts, sir, we hear gen- 
tlemen talk of the vast expense of this public a- 
tion. Why deny these few thousand dollars to 
satisfy the rightful demands of the husbandmen, 
the men who really do earn their daily bread by 
the sweat of their brow? We want to circulate 
the reports from the St. Lawrence to the Rio del 
Norte; every man who puts seed into the ground, 
every man who makes two blades of grass grow 
where only one grew before, to have everything 
in the way of information that they may need. 
Suppose it does cost a few thousand dollars. We 
are daily making experiments with steamboats, 
and a single trial trip costs as much asall of these 
books. Nothing is said of thatexpense; but when 
we ask these books shall be published, we are told 
that we must economize. It is real economy to 
foster the agricultural interest, and this publica- 
tion is for the most useful, the most modest, and 
the most worthy class of ourcommunity. ‘These 
men are our constituents, upon whom we depend 
and upon whom the country depends. If it were 
not for agriculture we would crumble to pieces 


Agriculture is the root and the | 


Weare an agricul- | 
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like the States of ancient times, which foolishly 
attempted to found empires upon consumption 
without production. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I am reminded that in 
the remarks | made this morning Lused the word 


*disingenuousness.,’”’ 


I did not mean to assail 
the mouves of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Tuomas.}] 1 oaly meant to say that I 
thought the gentleman ought to have informed 
the Committee on the Judiciary of his intention 
to connect the two bills. 

Mr. A.W. CLARK. 
the previous question. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 ask the gentleman to yield 
to me, so that | may move to strike out * sixty 


thousand,’’ and to insert **one hundred thou- 
sand,’? 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. 


purpose, 


I renew the demand for 


I cannot yield for that 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL demanded the yeas and nays, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. . 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was the gold bill, with various amend- 
ments. ’ 

FREEDMEN 8 AFFAIRS. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I rise to correct a state- 
ment inthe reportof the proceedings of the House 
I did not vote upon the 


| bill establishing a department for taking care of 
| the freedmen of this country, for the reason that 


|} BURNE. 


| was paired off with my colleague, Mr. Wasu- 
It was stated in the report of the pro- 
ceedings that I was paired off with Mr. Ropinson, 


SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD——-AGAIN. 


The House proceeded, in order, to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H.R. No. 37) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to se 
any surplus of gold in the Treasury. 

Mr. STEBBINS. I desire to offer a substitute 
for the resolution reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the power to offer amendments has already been 
exercised to the farthest capacity. ‘There is now 
pending an amendment to the resolution, and an 
amendment to that; also a substitute for the res- 
olution and anamendment to the substitute. That 
is the full extent to which amendments can be 
offered now. 

Mr. SFEBBINS. Mr. Speaker, when the 
proposition was introduced into this House to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
the surplus gold which had accumulated and 
which was accumulating in the Treasury of the 
United States beyond the amount demanded by 
the wants of the Treasury and the requirements 


| of the law, I took the occasion to declare that I 
could not regard the question from any other 


point of view than its bearing upon the great in- 
teresta of the Government and of the people. I 
felt constrained to forget my hostility to a paper- 
nioney system, and was only willing to remem- 
ber the circumstances supposed to have compelled 
its introduction during the period of the war. 
Greatewars having always been carried on under 


| such a system, judgment and experience seemed 


to concur that this country could not hope to be 
an exception to the rule. [ donot, therefore, now 
propose to discuss the system itself, nor attempt 
to pointout its imperfections. I desire to see noth- 
ing but the great facts that we are in the midst of 
a civil war; that men and money are necessar 

for its prosecution; that the national life must be 
preserved, the honor of our arms sustained, and 
the integrity of the laws of the United States vin- 
dicated. A financial system, the offspring of this 
great necessity, has grownup. Ithas been in oper- 
ation for the past three years. It is interwoven 
in every part of our industrial system. We can- 
not abolish it if we would; we ought not to da 
so if we could. We must wait for peace to pre- 


ne 








‘ 
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vail before we undertake to pull down the struc- 
ture and build up another. To undermine and 
destroy it now 18 to bury the nation under its 
ruins. 

I'he introduction of this perfectly legitimate 
and necessary bill gave rise to a very remarkable 
The bill was opposed because it con- 
ferved fresh and enlarged powers on the Secretary 
of the Treasury. The injurious effects of the rapid 
accumulayon of gold in the Treasury, as shown 
in its advance and price, and the consequent ad- 
vance in the prices of all the necessaries of life, 
were not denied; but these evils were not con- 
sidered so important as the consequences which 
might flow from increasing the Secretary’s pow- 
ers. ‘The Government was actually the unwill- 


de pate, 
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| . . . 
| duty of every man in this House to labor with 
| industrious zeal to inspire the public with confi- 


dence, and so enable the Government to negotiate || 
| its loans and meet with promptitude all its obli- | 


| gations. 


Ing instrumentof the speculators on the sea-board, || 


and was in the position of the capitalist who 1s 
lending money upon gold to advance its value; 


was hoarding gold beyond its requirements, mak- | 


ne it daily more and more scarce in the market, 


was itself depreciating the currency and feeding || 


speculation; and yet this House was disposed to 
consider the passage of a bill directing the sale of 
the surplus on handas the greater evil of the two. 
I did not so regard the subject. I felt that the 
national credit was endangered by this action on 
the gold market, and I was in favor of instruct- 
ing the Secretary to sell, at his discretion, all the 
surplus he had, or was likely to have, over and 
above the requirements of his Department. J de- 
sired him to be so instructed for the purpose of 
regulating his powers in the direction of his coun- 
ury’s necessities. ‘To me his powers lay in the 
fact that he could hold the gold or keep it out of 
the market. 
beyond the wants of the Treasury was to limit 
and restrict his powers, 


| desired to protect the people against further | 


expansion, to restrain the madness of speculation 
that was holding the nation by the throat, and to 
which the Governmentat the moment was an un- 


willing party; and, sir, | have not changed my | 
teflection has confirmed my previous | 


Opinion, 
judgment. Bat | pass from the further consider- 
auion of this part of the subject. 

Each day has added to the testimony that if the 
importations do not suddenly diminish the price 
of gold willadvance to much higher points; spec- 
ulation receive a new impulse; prices of the ne- 
cessaries of life rise in a corresponding degree; 
and the responsibility of the whole matter rest 
upon Congress for declining to disembarrass or 
relieve the Government from a position that no 
one in his senses ever supposed it would occupy. 

‘The question, to my mind, is one of great na- 
tional importance, second to none now influencing 
our action. It ought not to be regarded from a 
poliucal stand-point., It shall not be, as far as | 
am concerned; but purely and entirely with refer- 
ence to its practical bearing upon the interesisvof 
the ye ople of the United States, 

Sir, in the discussion that followed the intro- 
duction of this bill statements were made, and 
deductions drawn from those statements, which 
have passed into wide circulation. 1 think them 


calculated to swell the current of improvident | 


To direct the sale of any surplus | 





speculation, weaken still more the public confi- | 
dence, depreciate sull more the public credit, ad- | 
vance still higher the price of the precious metals, | 


increase toa still greater degree the necessities of 
the Government, and, just in the same propor- 


tion, add to the burdens of a people already stag- 
germg and reeling beneath the weight of great | 


anxieties and expenses. Dark predictions were 
uttered of speedy national bankruptcy, and sol- 
emn warnings of national repudiation. These 
declarations were supported by references to the 
figures of our public debt. The currency was de- 
clared to be 91,000,000,000! 
such predictions and statements cannot be made 
in this House or anywhere else without damage 
to the public credit and to private interests. Nor 
ean they be without their effect upon the thou- 
sands of soldiers in the field, far away from their 
homes,inanenemy’scountry. They look to Con- 
gress to build up the national eredit, to strengthen 
it if it is really endangered, to fortify it where it 
needs a breastwork, that they may feel secure of 
ample supplies of men and money until the war 
is successfully and honorably terminated. Sir, 
with all my objections to the financial system of 
the country, I feel it to be my duty to su port 
that system until the war is over. 1 think it the 


In my judgment, | 





| banks. 


| sources from increase of circulation. 


But, Mr. Speaker, my main object to-day is to 
dissent from the statements made in that debate 
as to the facts in respect to the amount and con- 
dition of the public debt; to protest against the 
deductions drawn from them, even if they areas 
represented; but more particularly to show that 
there is nothing up to this date in the condition 
of the debt or the currency which justifies a de- 
preciation of from thirty-three and a third to forty 


per cent.in the latter as against gold and silver; | 


or warrants the improvident and wicked specula- 
tions in merchandise and commodities now pre- 
vailing in the AUantic cities to so fearful an ex- 
tent. To effect this purpose I propose, in the 
first place, to call the attention of this House to 
the late report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
On page 17 of the report to this Congress we find 
the following: 


“The limit prescribed by law to the issue of United 
States notes las been reached, and the Secretary thinks it 
clearly inexpedient to increase the amount. When cireu- 
lation exceeds the legitimate requirements for real pay- 
ments and exchanges, no addition to its volume will in- 
crease its value. On the contrary, such addition tends 
inevitably to depreciation; and depreciation, if addition 
be continued, will find its ouly practical limit in the utter 
worthlessness of the augmented mass. 

*“ When Congress authorized the creation of debt, to a 
certain extent, in the form of United States notes, and im- 
pressed ou these notes the qualities of a circulating me- 
dium, its action was justified by the disappearance ot coin 
in conseguence of the suspension of specie payments; by 


| the necessity of providing a medium in which taxes could 


be collected, loans received, and payments made; and by 
the obvious expediency of providing that medium in the 
form of national issues instead of resorting to the paper of 
Under the circumstances its action was wise and 


the extent of the issues by the necessity which demanded 
them. They were wanted to fill the vacuum caused by the 
disappearance of coin and to supply the additional demands 
created by the increased number and variety of money pay- 
ments. Congress believed that $400,000,000 would suffice 
for these purposes, and therefore limited issues to that 
sun. 

“The Secretary proposes no change of this limitation, 
and places no reliance, therefore, on any increase of re- 
Additional loans in 
this mode would, indeed, almost certainly prove illusory ; 
for diminished value could hardly fail to neutralize in- 
creased amount. 

* Sufficient circulation having been already provided, the 
Government must now borrow like any other employer of 
capital temporarily requiring more than income will sup- 
ply, and rely forthe credit which will secure advantageous 
loans upon good faith, industrial activity, accumulated 
though not immediately available capital, and satisfactory 
provision for punctual payment of accruing interest and 
ultimate reimbursement of principal.”’ 


l regard these declarations of the Secretary as 
conclusive as to his opinions and designs. His 
opinions are that sufficient circulation has been 


| provided; that itcannot be increased except at the 





hazard of swift destruction to the whole system; 
that no change in the limitation or increase of the 
circulating medium, which is $400,000,000, ought 
to be considered fora moment. Here isan official 


| declaration that $400,000,000 of currency have 


been supplied and are the outside limit that the 
Secretary wiil consent to issue, although the law 
allows $450,000,000. Ought not the country to 
be satisfied with this, the assurance of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under his official signature? 
Where are we to get the facts if not from this 
high officer, acting under the responsibilities of 
his official oath? These plans of the Secretary 
commend themselves to my judgmentas the cor- 
rect steps toward a healthy and sound state of 
things. They are all thatany Democrat, consid- 
ering the condition of the country and the exist- 
ence of a fearful civil war, should expect or de- 
mand. The Secretary has a right to the support 
of this House in his efforts thus to gravitate to- 
ward a more solid system of finance. 
as he seeks to carry out these principles I shal! 
support them to the best of my ability, because 
by this course I support the best interests of com- 
merce and all other classes and conditionsof men. 


i support the means whereby the Government | 


hopes to check expansion, undue prices, restrict 
speculation, restore confidence, and diminish the 
public expenses. Sir, holding these views, noth- 
ing could justify me certainly in withholding my 
aid from the accomplishment of this great effort 
to reduce the issue of paper money and to check 
the inflation now rushing like a whirlwind over the 
country, and this, unhappily, because of the too 





So long | 
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= 
| general ignorance of our real resources, and of the 
exact character of the public debt. 

On page 8 of the Secretary’s report we find the 
| estimated condition of the public finances up to 

the Ist of July, 1864, and the estimated total debt 
up to the Ist of July, 1865. On the Ist of July, 
1864, the public debt will be $1,686,956,641, of 
which $400,000,000 is currency. On the Ist of 
July, 1865, it will be $2,231,935,190, of which 
$400,000,000 is still to be the currency. It fo}. 
lows, then, that the funded or merchantable debt 
will, on the Ist of July, 1864, be $1,286,956,641, 
and on the Ist of July, 1865, $1,831,935,190, with- 
out the $400,000,000 of currency. It will be re- 
marked that I class all but the $400,000,000 legal 
tender as funded debt, and that I assume that the 
extreme limit of this kind of money has been 
reached, that it will never be exceeded; and here 
| permit me to repeat, that I base this emphatic dec- 
laration on the language of the Secretary’s report, 
that admits of no other interpretation. I now 
|| propose to make this clear to the House and to 
the country. The $400,000,000 legal tender, draw- 
ing five per cent. interest, and now being paid out 
by the Secretary, redeemable in one or two years, 
is, like the rest of the funded debt, amerchantable 
article, partaking of the character of the English 
exchequer bill. It varies in price according to the 
value of money. It increases in value daily by 
the augmentation of interest. It may floatas cur- 
rency for a few days after it is issued, but pres- 
ently itis absorbed; it disappears from the market, 
At its maturity it must be paid. It differs from 
the currency in so far as it is made payable at a 
given date, and draws interest up to a given time. 
The debt certificates which are paid out by the 
Secretary are also merchantable. They are 
bought and sold for money.. They occupy the 
same relation to the capital that any promissory 
note occupies. They are made payable at spe- 
cific times, and draw interest at six per cent. 
They are not currency. 

The long loan of the Government is like any 
other funded debt; and so, Mr. Speaker, out of 
$1,600,000,000 of debt created thus far, but $400,- 
000,000 is currency. 

The natienal bank currency act for the crea- 
tion of $300,000,000 circulation of uniform value 
throughout the United States I understand as be- 
ing designed to supersede the local State bank 
currency of the country; that it is simply the sub- 
stitution of one plan for another—a plan which is 
regarded by the Secretary as the most suitable in 
time of war, calculated to strengthen the national 
credit, provide a means for the sale of Govern- 
ment debt in considerable quantities, and prepare 
the way for a resumption of specie payments as 
well as the gradual displacement of the legal tend- 
ers. It does not look to an increase of the cur- 
rency. The new system comes into existence as 
the old system expires. There is no need, there- 
fore, of any fresh alarm from this source. Con- 
gress may be called upon to modify the law of 
the last session on this subject, that the machine 
may work with perfect smoothness, but I think 
it will be demonstrated that, at the time the cur- 
rency of the State banks is to cease to exist, that 
by enabling laws, or by other processes the banks 
themselves can readily pass under the new system. 
It therefore follows that no new device for the 
creation of more paper money is to be found in 
this bill. Iam not prepared to say, in view of 
the fact of the introduction of the legal-tender cur- 
rency during the war as an absolute necessity, 
and of its necessary existence to a greater or lesser 
degree for a time after the termination of the war, 
that the national bank currency act wi!l not prove 
to be a wise and beneficent measure, calculated, 
as suggested by the Secretary, to insure an early 
return to specie payments, without the disorders 
and convulsions that have heretofore followed 
directly in the wake of great financial changes, 
and especially such a change as the substitauion 
of specie payments for those of paper. A careful 
examination of this great question is certainly 
demanded by the best interests of the people, and 
| propose to give it the best attention of which I 
am capable before deciding upon my future course 
in the matter. Ishall, however, examine iton its 
merits in connection with the probable wants of 
the country growing out of the war, and purely 
as a question of finance in which every human 
| being in the nation is directly interested. 
| Mr. Speaker, the people buy the funded debt 
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